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Sxcrion'l.. 


of the Church to which Chriſt committed the power of 
the Keys. 


GIF He Queſtion bane us in this firſt Se. 
/ on, Was concerning the meaning of thoſe 
* words, The Kingdom of heaven, in Mat, 
7 16.19, and bas What Church 
© it was to which che Keys were by Chriſt 
#3 committed.-For the finding out wheres 
: of Iproceeded by a diſtintion, It 'the 
= <A Kingdom of heaven did there ſignific 
the Cherch ; it jemaſt either be taken 1. Of the /»viſb/c Church 
of true believers, oppoſed to Reprobates. 2. The Catholike vie 
fible Church oppoſed to Hearhens ; or ( asyouin anſwering the 
' firſtqueſtion peg. 2. of Keys ) to the World. 3: Or:a particular 
Congregation. Give me leave I pray to be Row = little:rmore 
. exact in ſtating the queſtion, by enquiring whar is the ſenſe of , ,, 
thoſe wards, and the zerms of the queſtion.  meantby the 
1. What is meant by the Kingdom of heaven, whereof the Kingdom of 
Keys are here givento Peter. The Kingdom of heaven in Scri- Heaven.  _ 
pture uſage, ſignifies, either x. The Kingdom of glory ( as. fre- nada | 


quently.) oc 2, The cKoogton of g grace, as in ——_ places, grage . 3. QF bath. 
ing | 


+» 
g 


8s _Chapii. * Pindicie Vindiciarum, 'SeR.r. 
the beginning of or firſt ſtep into that Kingdom of glory, Oc 

3. Ir ligoifies both the Kingdom of-grace aod glory. And -we | 

are borh agreed, that in this text ir ſignifies both : :My firſt 

Words in /izd. Clav. grant ic, and you affirm it; [_* By the 
«© Angdom of heaven here, is. meant, both the Kingd#m of 

- Eorace, Which is the Church, and the Kingdom of glory which 

<< is in the-higheſt heavers..] And you give. a very good reaſon 
 forit; [4 For ( ſay you ) Chriſt giving to Peter the Keys of the 

Kingdom of heaven, conveyeth therewith not only this pow- 

_ *ertobindeonearth (that is, in the'Church on earth, for he 

« ave him no power atalltobinde in the'world ; the Kingdom 

« of Chriſt © not of thu world) but he gives him alſo this privi- 

© ledge, That what he bound on earth [hould be bound in hea- 

*yen: And heaven. being diſtinguiſhed from the Church on 

*carth, muſt needs -be.meant of che kingdom of glory. ] Let 

this be remembred againſt anon. ; 

2, What that - 2, The Kingdom of heaven, lignifying the {hmrch ( and that 
Church is. to both in heaven and earth (both criumphant and-mylicant-) for 


| whomthe * har he cals in the 19. verſe The Kingdom of heaven, he cals 


Res are com jn the 18. verſe, bis Chmrch. ) We mult enquire what Church, || 
| or what part of his Church it is to which the Keys: are.given 2 
This Queſtion ( I confefſe) is peediefe, in reſpet to the Text 

ie ſelf; For. ic ſayes nothing ac all of giving the Keys to the 
 Chareh,: bac of giving to Peter the Keys of the Church, called 
bythenamevf the Kirgdam of heaven, which is worth your ob- 
ſetvation. For it is your iwportanity rather that hath cauſed 

this que ſtion,' who have arr0g ated the Keys out of the hands of 

Prier, ctowhom Chiift in this text gavethem, and. given them 

to: the Church. [that. is (incongruvkfly,) 46 the Kirgdow of 

beaver: buc:ok chis-more anon We fall, therefore follow 

you (ratherthen the Text ) and conkder,, what is meant- here - 


Cbucch is t2. by:the.Charch It is taken in the Ecclcfiaſticalluſe ( for I paſſe 
ken Ecclcha- by the civill ).in many ſenſes: briefly rhus, _ 


=; == bpm I .T. For the Whole Church, called commonly by the name of | 
Church,eicher 8E Cavhelike Church, and that io a double notion 3. | 


| x. Theinvid. - 1+ The /»vifible Catholike (harch, the: whole number of the 


ble C:tholike Elec, in heaven and carth, in all places and times: fo it is 


| Chicks, commonlycadertood, £pb.3.93,25006,27,34, Col. 18. 6 


2. The 


a ot wit FX 4A _ 


Chap-T. ; 
- The Carhels ible Clrorch.containing the whole-mnlci- 2- The viſible 
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tude of profeſſorgot Religien, led or hypocyites; in plris wortd, 
as oppoled t9.the'Chyroh, of che- Jews, 'or-to:che-nen! of the 
world:; S91is is:takerr Adt,3;Et and 8:3; atleaft as conrre-difidun 
g«i/ſted £02 particular Congregation. - 1 1 34] 
2. For ſome parts of the Church, to 
nameof the whole, from cheir_{ſemblingrogether in' 
combipations 3 And then ipis:taken; {0 eh 17 
1 -Far a paricw/er Congregation, or particular Saints,caffera- 
bled-together ; and this again is by ſome diſtinguiſhed into 
1. :Politicall' or Organicall; confiſting of: Offcers and Aons- 


parts thereof. The texts.are obvions where ic is fo taken. /- + ? 
a, Enitive (astheycallic Yor E 
a company of Saints: combined by conſent, without any Off. 


' cers;; Sothe Reverend M. Hooker and others ufeto ſpeak.” Bue 


(that I may note-it:by the way) to me, This. Znririve Church 
(focalled ) ſecms rather to? be a notion, neyer exiſting, but in 


| mens fancy, in the Reſolucion or Analyfis of 'a Chureh into irs 


materials, or-clſe it is very iwproperly called a Charch : Tomy 
obſervation and underſtanding hitherco, there js not in Scris 
pture ſuch an/ Exritive Chureb tobe found, gathered, andexift- 


log without any Officers, That place 4#.15 4.22. produced by 


the learned and judicious M. Hud/os, in his wind. peg.z. where he 
faics [_** Church is taken for the membecs as diſt from OF 
« ficers, |] doth not hold out a (urch Entirive, without any 
Otficers ( for chat had Officers ) but only diſtinguiſherh- the 
Integral parts of that Church, into Officers and aubete' The 
ſenſe is no more but this, either ic means; The Apoftics and 


Elders, With tbe reſt of the Church members; or (if the Chnreh 


was the diltinguiſhed intodivers Congregaeions ) it takes it all 
the Congregations as the: whole Church for ſo the words are 
cxprefled verſ.22, the Whole Chureb; And your felf call that 
which we call the { atholiks wifible Chwreb, by the name of the 


Whole Church; when youlay.here pog.5, [ *The whole Chyrck  - © 


* ( or which. is all one, the Cacholike Church ) may be viſible in 
: B _ there 


whom 15 attributed the 2. For ſome 
different parts of the 
-:1:;jz Church in . 
combinations 
I, A patticu- _ 
lar Congrega® | 
C ng ton, and that * 
bers, as the Integr parts thereof ;"and thole Congregations a Cburch 
being members pf the Catholike:v3fhls Church, as. wegrall 1. Political, 


, conſiſting only of 2, Emticives 


c her fingular members} However it appears not, that chen. ih 


4 Chap.r. _ Vindicie Vindiclarum, 


TIN there was any E»13:5ve Church, exiſting without Officers, That 
other Text, 4414-23. ſeems-rather toimply'it ['* And when 

«they had; ordained them Elders in every Church } as if there 

had been Charches gathered and exiſting without any Officers, 

But the ſenſe of the place may be this, when they had gathered. 

and ſetled Charches, of Elders and members, both at once ; So 

ſoon as there were wembers enough to make ax (burch, they or- 

dained them Elders, and made'them a poliricall Charch 3: If not 

ſo, yet the Apoſtles Panland Barnabas, were Officers to them, 

before ; Catholick Officers to them as yet members only of the 

-Catholick, Church; and now they being to depart ordained 

them Elders in their ſtead, and made them particular polrical 

Churches, If thoſe members were not confederate by conſent 

( whereof the Scripture ſaics nothing ) they themſelves ſay,they 
 wereneta Charch, but only Materials of a Church,and fo mem- 

bers of the Cathohike Church only, or of none. I ſhall fay 

ſomething more to this in another place; I preſcribe not 20 any 

mans judgement, bur ſubmit :it to conſideration, and proceed. 

2- The Offi» | 2. A8a Congregation is called a Church, as atore; ſo ſome- 


pg 


eers of the times the Officers not only as diſtinguiſhed, buras ſeparated in- - 


Churck., roa(omt,arccalled the Church : Our Saviour-alludiog to that 
caſtome amongſt the Jews; and not relating to a Congregatio- 
wall Church not yet kaown, nor yet in being : And now the 
'. queſtion returns upon ns, To What - Charch of all theſe, the 
keys were committed, Some ſay one thing, fomeanother : you 
fay, to the perticular Congregation, Which we ſhall confider, 
8 when we have added that, 
| 3. Howthe _ 3, .It is to be cohi(idered in this queſtion, when the Keys are 


2 Dag Scripture) how they arc underltood co be given to the Church, 
| x.0hefive. Whether 1. Ohjeftive, that the Church is the 95je& of the ex- 


erciſe of the Keys, that is, they are given for the good and be- 


». £#hjetiv?. nefic of the Church: Or 2, Su6jefive, that the Church is the 


| Subje& Recipient, to imploy and exerciſe the Keys: and this, 


either swweadiatly'by her (elf, ic whole, or in part, withour Offi - 


cers3 or wediatly by her Officers : chat is, whether the Church 
be the next and firſt ſudjeRof the Keys, to convey them, or any 
part of them te her Officers; Or that ſhe is ſaid to- be 


Se&.1. 


ev {| aw © 


Keys are given ſajq ro be given to the Church ( which is never ſaid exprefly in 
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rily and immediatly Chriſt hath committed the Keys for the 
good of the Church ; 3s ſight is immediatly-intruſted with the 
eyes, for the good and benefit.of the whole body. Andif ir 
ſhould happen that any power of the Keys ſhould appear to be 
given to the: Churchas diſtin& from her Officers z whether ir 
belong firſt ro the Catholike vifibhe (hurch, or toa particular 
Congregation. The Queſtion then is clearly this ['* Whether 
« the Keys of the Kingdom of heaven b& given /aubjeRive ro 
« the Church-Catholike in ker Officers, on the particular Con- 
%® oregation Without (or with) her Officers, ] | | 
.. And now we ſhall conſider what you reſo/ve, upon this que- 
ſtion ; Thus you afſert. [*The Church to which the Lord Je- 
4# ſs: committed the Keyes of the Kingdom of Heaven, airh. 
« 16.25.is c<t#8 Fidelium, cotrimonly called @ particular viſible 


« Church,&c, 'To which I anſwered (not as an Averger,there 


is not the leaſt colour of that, but as an-4ſſertor, giving alſo my 
reaſons) Of all che reſt, this is the moſt 5wwpyobable ſerie of our 
Saviours words, if by the Kingdow of Heaver, on earth, 'he 
K meaneth that Church of which be'ſpake in ver/18. Bur! chat 
was cither the Ctbotiike viſible Church; or rather the 1»viþb/e 
m7/ſtical Church, &c. That one, or both of theſe { for by my 
word rather, Ido not exclude the other) is meant, and that pri- 
marily,is ro-me ſtill meſt probable ;. upon theſe reaſons. | 
- TI, This being theficſt rime, that the Church' { wy Charch, 
the evangelical. Church is named, ic isnot probable, that our 


Saviour, would intend it oncly of a particular Congregation, but 


of the Catholike Church; for that is primarily Chrilts Church, 
Jand that is properly built upon the yock,; and againſt char the 
gates of bell ſhall never prevail ; wherezs, (as I ſay afterwards) 
particular Churches may fail, and have failed, There is fatre 
| more colour for a particular Charchto be meant. Marth.1 8; 
17+ Tell the Church : becauſe excommunication is executed in x 
rticularChurch ficſt,and con/#quent/y.in the {arholike Church: 
ut there is not any ſb«dow for it in the text ia hand, Did: Chriſt 
mean, I will build my C%mrch, . that is,2 particular Church one- 
ly, upon this rock, and not rather the Cgtbohike Church, and 
the: particular ſecondarily, as a member thereof? Ic may. be a 


the rewore ſubjeft, as including the Officers, to whom 7 ima-_ 


| nM queſtion, - 


LEY 


% 


6 Chap. . Findicie Vindictarum.  Se:1. 
queſtion berween the /zeifib/e, and Yiſeble Catholike Church, 
which is meant there,. ( as after,) but none, till of late, ſo mach 
as. made the.queſtiap, berwixt the Catholike and particular 
Church. 0.c2e5 52 hoon wo © 

2, Peter, Was an Apoſtie,and had given to him the Keyes of 

. the Catholike Church, not of any particular Charch; for ke 
( and ſo his fellow-Apoltles ) were never Paftors of any par- 
ticular Church : theretore, it {eemgs more reaſonable, that the 
Catholike Churchis there meant.:They had babirvaly the Keyes 

_ of particular Churches, in che Eatholike z as Paſtors have babi- 
tually the Keyes of the Carbolike Church,in n particulars They 
were aftuallyElders of tfie whole Church; as Paſtors-are aGFualy 
Elders of a particular Church, ': | - GE” þ OST 

3. The Kezes of the Kingdom of Heaven, that is, the Church, 
are givento Peter, as diſtinguiſhed fromthe Church, therefore 
they are not there given to the Church, - ASifx Lord ſhould ſay 
to him whom he-conſticuzes his Srewerd,:. I. give to.rhee the 
Keyes of the Family,. to open and ſhur.the:doors of the Houle; 
could:-the ſervants, or childreg,or any for them,.. conclude from 
this grant, the Keyes were given to:the Family © was Peter the 
Cherch to whom the Keyes of the Charch. were given?2. And 

| therefore, as 4ifrnfting this ſcnle of this Seriptore, you ſay, (a5 

The Keys You had faidof the other; Apoſtles and Elders )'['*The Church 

PageSs *0rCongregationof profeſled believers reccived'that portion al- 

# * ſoot Church-power, which belonged unto them, it nor there, 
(chatis,io thiscext in hand ) yetellewhere,'] Not here for cer» 

cain ; Whether elſewhere or no, ſhall be: cried herezfrer. It is 

not a reaſonableconfrutiion of this text, to lay, 1 give tothee 
the Keyes of the Kingdom of Heaven, that is, of the (harcb : 
ahd tomean, 1give;co the Chureb, the Keyes of the Church. IMC 

{aid therefore, (and'I think traly, ) thacof all chereſt chis is the i* 

molt improbable (enſe of our Saviours words; that it is a parti-i 

cular Church,to which the Keyes were given, Marth.26.19.. It 
mult then be takenof the Catholihe Church, cither Invidible, or 

Vifble,or pone... . : E -} 

Bat you are pleaſcd to take away the /#4;-& of this queſtion, 4 
denying any Catholtke wifeble Church : [* For (lay you) Ido 
£ not read, that the Scripture any where,acknowledges noche: 

| | = « like W* 
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| Chap. with ex. Corrox. Seftr. 7 


«ike viſible Church-atall.}-Ic is ſuppoſed by very Judicious 
1 D5vincr, thar you may'tead of it often in Scripture, andin thi 
"place for one.' 1t.cannor be denied, but the Church,is often pur 
for the whiole multicude of beleevers, whether in truch, or in | 
Nl few only : e 458.3. Saul made havock of the Church z and 
8 44s 13.1, &c. It was not any particalar Church,but any of any 
*B Churches, any of that way; As 9.2; Which mult needs fignific 
WH the Churcb' definitely xs oppoſed crothe World, not any parti- 
cular Church : Nor was it the Carho/ike [nvifble Charch,thart 
Ef they perſecuted, as ſuch;$or they could not k»ow them to be ſuch: 
'EThercfore it muſt be the Cagholike Vifble Church. Belides, 
your ſelf anawares confeſſe it, in the following words;[*Though 
< che whole Church,(or whichis all one,the'Catbolike Church). . 
W< may be viſible; in her ſingular members,e+c, Þ Is not thisx0- 
KEconfeffe a Catholike viſible Charch?” Bar (fay you ) [* So they 
fare not a Church: or though ic may be viſible in the leverail 
© particular Congregations, yet none of them is Catholike. | I - 
hope-you donor tmagite,that any is /o ##pls, ro. cthipk thac.the 
Whole Chnrch can be ſeen atonce; D. 4. ſaid well, Eccleſia non 
ft torn ſhut vifibilis + The Church { he means the Carkolike 
Church ) is not all viſible at once or at one-view : then ie were 
more 'then vifhils, even viſa: not viſible ſo,much as ſeen; I 
now yon obſerve the difference +-Bar if chewhole Church be 
viſible inher members whecher inthe particulsr perfons,or par». 
icular Congregations, is'net the whole ws/ble,though not 25/4, 
en at ohce? No more is the Whol: thortd' viſible, bur in' ics 
parts, yet the world is viſible: No more is a Congregation of 
many perſons vilible;” that is, ſeen ar once yet yon will not fay 
but the'Wholris'villble; Trove, but thea\wvpevf thoſe particular 
congregations are'Catholike, [74 The Cacholike Church, Bnot 
© viſtble a & Church, and the Church that igviſible; is nor: C2» 
* tholike.”] But 1. If there be a Carbolike Charch, (which you. 
ppoſe here in theſe words,)' 2. If that Charch b&vidibie-in 
rs parrs, the fingulat miembers,which-you alfogrant;/. 3. 1frhe 
Particular Congrefations, 35 parts, be alſo viſible, '#s Churches, 
4. If the Whole Chnrch'be made up of thoſe particalic Chutch- 
rs Which are viſible : moſt not-the who/e, or ( which is all one ) 
the Carbolike Church be viſible?and'then the wholeChurch chac 
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ny a Catholike viſible Church, as well as you ) by the force and 


is vilible,in its parts, is alſo Catholike :'and the Carhbolike Church 
is viſible in its/ parts; And is 4r. not then crue, -thatchere is a 
Catholikg vifible Church? It might be added, that a particular 
Church, is not viſible as a Church ; bur as a company of men 
afſembled; for the form of the Charch ( which you fay is 
the Covenant) is not viſible. And once more you fcem co 


 yeeld the Carholike viſible Charch, when you ſay, [ © Though 


«* all of them (rhe particular Congregations ) may. be: cal- 
« [ed a Cathoiike Church, or generall Aflembly; if they were 
«© met together.”] Only you adde, [** Yet I wculd be loth to 
& ſay, thar Chrilt giveth the power of the Keys (all Eccleſiaſti- 
&« call power into their hands. ] I ſhould indeed be loth to fay 
ſo; for Ido not yet believe, that our Saviour in that Text did 


give the power of the Keys tothe Church at all, whether parti- 


cular or Catholike, but to Peter,to the Officers for che Church, 
To thee (Peter) 1 giverbe Keys of the Church, 8&, © 

Yet the queſtion upon that Textis not reſolved'; whether by 
Church is meant the Catholcke vijeble or invifble Church : ſee» 
ing it is not to be taken for a particular Charob | And to this 
you ſay, Thar 1 [< diſtruſting the meaning to be of the Catho- 
«like viſible Church, expound it rather to be meant of the In» 
6 yiſible myſticgll Charch *'] But 1.'By my word [rather] I did 
not exclude the: Catholike vippble Church : rhongh 1 was ſway- 
ed by the reafon annexed, to incline to that ſenſe ; Becauſe that 
Church only is bailt ox the rock, and againſt that, the gates of 
hell ſhall never prevail, whereas particular Churches may fail, 
And Tam not alone in this Expoſition. 2, 7if6te and 3nvi{6ble, 
do not fpecificaly difference Churches, but are (as your ſelf ſay, 
ſomewhere):but adjx»u&s.of the ſame-Church z. whereupon it 
may be true of both; that, by etie Kingdom of heaven, that's, the 
Church, ver. 18, may be meant both 'chele, as included inthe 
fame Church 3 the invifb4 in the v5f6le ; Burt of which our Sa- 
viour underſtood it, is worth enquiry : Upon ſecond thoughts 
(not excluding the 19wiſb/4) Iecncline now to think he meant ig 
of the | Catbolike vifble.Charch The Reverend M. Hooker 
confeſſes himſelf inclined that way, by ſome paſſages of M, Rx- 
therford, to rake ic of the vifible Church; ( though he de- 


conviction. 


chough as they are e/cf chey are inviſible ; viſible and inviſible + 
arc in themſelves oppofite,bur not inſeveral reſpe&s, they may 
predicated of the ſame ſubject z That which 1 obſerve from him 
is this, he acknowledgeth and argues, that the vs/5b/e {hurch is 
here meant ; the queſtion is whether the C atholike or parcicular 
- viſible Church is there intended : For the C atholike viſible much 
hath been ſaid already ; and now I adde from his conf: flion ; 
[ « Upon my (cIf ſo confeſſed, will I build my Church. ] what ? 
only a particular Church, and not rather the whole Church? 
yea, rather the latter.; for the reaſon objeRed againſt the par- 
ticular Church ; becauſe againſt the viſible (%#rch particular the 
gates of hell have prevailed: ke anſwers, [ © The viſible Church 


«is attended in a double reſpect ; either as this or that patticu- zziq p.z: 7, 


© lar Congregation, or elſe as a Church univerſall, exiſting in 
«the particulars ; and in this latter ſenſe it is taken in this place, 
« andtben itis a ſure and confifled truch, That the vifibleChurch 
« doth not fail. J If now it be taken in the latter ſenſe in this 
place, for the Charch univerſal, cxiſting in the particulats, then 
it is meant of the Catholike viſble Church, not of a particular 
viſible Church, See more in M. Hookers Survey p.317. If I may 
now declare my judgement, take it thus: Upon this rack, that 


* is, my ſelf thus confefled, or this confeflion of my ſelf, [ © To be 


* che Chriſt the Son of the living God.) will I build my (Evan- 
gelicall) Church: [The Church before Chriſts.coming was buile 
 epontke ſame foundation, with thi; difference, They profeſſed 

Bet the 
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the Meſlizh to come, The ſeed of the woman to break the ſer- 
pents head, was the fonndation of their faith from rhe begin.” 
ning, till Abrabams time 3 Aﬀter that, this was laid as the fonn- 
dation [” * In thy ſerd ſhall all the nations be bleſſed, &c. ] But 
the Chriſtian or Evangelical Church is built upon this Goſpel - 
foundation or Truth [| © That this particular perſon Jeſus Chriſt 
«jg the Sonne of God, and that Meſliah which was co come, ] 
Sothe woman of Semaria, Johi 4.29. [s not thu the Chriſt ? and 
verſ.q42, [we know that this s indeed the Chriſt, the Saviour 
« of the world,” In like manner the Eunuch, A#,8,39. [ * 1f 
« thou belreveſt,thon mayſt; And he anſwered, and ſaid, | beteeve 
hy —_— (hrift 1 the: Son of Goa, ] And upon this rock, or 
* Women alſo Jeſus Chriſt, ſo confeſſed, was every particular * member con» 
as well as w»yerted, built, and conſequently the Church : What Church? a 
men, particular Congregation? yes, (ccondarilyy as a part of the 
Whole viſible Church, but primarily, the whole Church of the 

New Teſtament, -and: that I take to be eſpecially the fenſe of 

che word'(%wrch, in this Text, though (as I ſaid) notexcluding 

the Invib/e Church, | 

And herein your ſelf ſeem to agree with me, when you ſay, 

[*: Indeed tive it is, that Pecer and other Preachers of the Ga- 

* ſpel have received, ſuch a power of the Keys,to open to belee- 

© yers « door intothe inviſedle Church, &c ] Bat thengthe inviſie 
ble Charch cannot beexcluded from one part of the meaning of 

the kingdom of heaven, whereof Peter received the Keys: and 

_ conſequently theChwrchto which the Lord Jeſus committed the 
Keys 'of the Kingdom of heaven, fat. 16.19,is not only cata fi- 
delinm, commonly called a particular Church iis all) which 
was your aſſertion, And once more, it may be (aid, that the vi- 
ſible Catholike Church cannot be excluded from ond part of the 
meaning of the Kingdom of beaven, in that Text, for the reaſon 
which you give alſo z Becauſe there is a power of the Keys to 0- 
pen a door to profeſt beleevers, into the (atholike vifble 
Church, as well as into a- perticulay vitible Church, But bet 
meant of the 5nv5/36/e or viſible Catholike Church, or of a pars 
ticalar viſible Church, it's manifeſt, that in this Text the Keys 
are not given to the Church; but the Keys of the'Church are 
given to Perer, contra-diſtinguiſhed, as an Officer, fromthe 
Church, I CO IT ATE 
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But you obje&, [Certain it is, that when by the power of 
«® the,Keys a beleeyer is received inte the inviſiple Church, he 
"can never be ſhut 2gain out of that Church: but the Keys 
< here given to Peter, haven power to ſhut out of the King- 
« dom of heaven even the ſame perſons; And therefore tr 
& the Kingdom of heaven is not meant only of the inviſible 
& Church, ] I pray Sir, ſhould not your concluſion be from thoſe 
premiſes \* Therefore the Kingdom of heaven is not meant 
<« a+ all of che inviſible Charch : | which yee youhave offerted, 
to be part of the meaning : And did you not from che begin- 
ning ſay, that by Kingdom of heaven bere, was meant the King= 
dom of grace and glory : And doth not the Text ſay, that Pe- 
ter hath keys given him, as well to (hut out of the Kingdom of 
heaven, as to open the door thereof ? {' 4 Whatſoever thou 
« ſhalt binde on earth, ſhall be bound in: heaven: If ſo; then 
your' propoſition is not true, That a beltever received into the 
Inviſible Church, can never be ſent again out of that Church e 
Yourſelf fay,a little below, pag. $.of this ſecond pare. [4 It may 
© truly'be faid, whoſoever is botind or looſed in any one particu» 
*« {ar Church, is-alſo bound in the Kingdom of glory 7] 'and/is 
not that,as much as to be ſour ov; of the [nvi/ib/e Churctd? You 
cannot but know that the judgment of Divines is,thar if a 55%. 
beleewer, be excommunicated, for ſome crime, he isfor a time | 
ſuſpended from the Kingdom of Heaven,and ſo-in a ſenſe put out See M.Hookeve 
of the Invi/6h7e Church; and if it were poſſible for him to:die Survey part, 1, 
ynrepetiting,he might periſh z andthe cexeir {elf ſeems to jultio {4 j Q. 
fic it, when it ſayes, [*' whatſoever is bound on earth, ſhall be "> = 
*boand in heaven J 2uilf 
' Andnow 1ſhall conſider what you ſay to the reaſons formy 05;.r, 
Aﬀertion ; Thefirſt was;becauſe that Church,there meant, was 
built upon the rock, oc, To which you anfwer;; ["4* It ig not 
« true that the InviſibleChurch onely,is ——___ a rock, For 
< particular* Churches are bujiltupon-a rackal(o : builethey are 
« _ Divine Inftication, and Chriſt is laid for the foundation 
« of ther, &c,"] Before 1 aufwer, 1 muſtdiltinguiſh of chole 
words["#»ilt-pon ar6ck ;] which not obſerved,cauſe confuſion 
in'this preſene bafinefſes (Two things «re here eriquirable : 
1, What ts mgant by-the Rock? It may-be taken x, For Chri# 

C 2 himſelf, 
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himſelf, the tried and ſure foundation, ( as he is elſewhere called,) 

| and fo it may be underſtood, Matth, 7,24. [| bwilt hu houſe pon 
| a reck,”] oppoſed thereto the ſand. 2, For Chriſt confeſſed to be 
| the Sonne of God, and the Meſſiah; as he was by Peter profeſ 
| ſed co be ; [upon my {elf ſo confeſſed, will 1 build my Church ] 
| as Mr. Hooker expoundeth it aboye. 2, What it 1s tobe baile 

| Vide D, 4ze/. upon the rock? It is, either by internal nnion, with Chriſt, as 
'f MTU 1. therock and foundation ; or'by exter»all profeſſion ; as your ſelf 
3% infinuateto me the diſtinRtion,pag.7, when you ſay, i 4if they de- 
«oenerate, they were never founded upon Chriſt, but in ap our- 

& ward form. | And now, I ſhall ingeniouſly acknowledge my 

ſelf not d:-fi»& enough, when I ſaid,{ It is the Inviſible Church, 

6. which is builc upoo the rock, &c.] and do confeſſe my ſelf be» 

holden to Mr.Reth. and Mr. Hooker, for this light ; and now ſee, 

that the 25ſible Chwurchallo, is built upon the rock, Only I dif- 

fer from Mr, Hooker in this,that be by vs6b/e { burchmeans ons 

ly,a particular Church,but I,the Catholite vifible Church,as was 

diſcourſed above, But now,upon the former diſtinftions, I ane 

: ſwer, Thar if you take the Rock for Chriſt himſelf,and the build- 
Sce part. 3. ps, ing on 'him, {for /»tcrnall pnion With him ; then the 1»ws/6ble 
joey: Churchonely, is built upon the rock , and againlt that the:gates 
| Moree, 112 of hell ſhall ever prevail. But if you underſtand the Rock , to 


| 


ecrnal profeſſion, or (in your words) in an oa:wardform: Then 
I (ay, the vibe Church is ſo founded upon the rock : But then 
I adde, that it muſt not be refrained to a particular Church 
( againſt which che gates of hell have prevailed, which contra» 
dis our Saviours promiſe ) but declared to the Catholiks vis 
f6#le Charch (exiding in the particulars, as M. Hooker ſaid) 
againſt which the gates of bell ( what ever they be ) ſhall never 
prevail. Andonow I conſider what you ſay, [| * It is not true, & co 
& for particular Churches are built upon a rock alfoz_] Buc then 
Sir, I pray, how will you: ( without a.diſtin&ion ) anſwer the 
Text, which ſayes, the gates of bet ſhall never prevail again(t 
that Church which is built on the rock ? You ſay [_** Built chey- 
« are upon divine inſtitution, &c..] Bur I ſuppoſe you'do but 
clude and pot anſwer here 3 1s it 31l one to, be bui Fragen 


be that confefſion of Peter, or rather Chrif, ſo confeſſed, as he 
wasby Peter; and the building on that fonndation, for an ex- 
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the rack, and upon divine inſtitution ? Then particular Charch- 
es ſhould not fail; for thoſe that are built vpon a rock ſhall never 
fail: Particular Churches are bnile upon a rock alſo; Trae, ſo 
far as they are true beleevers 8 Others of them are expreſly ſaid 
co be built upon the//and; yer are they built upon Chriſts 5nſt;- 
txtion : Soppole a particalar Church, conſiſting of all hypocrites, 
(it's poſſible ro beſo ) having all externall Ordioances z will 
you ſay, thoſe are built upon the rock Chriſt ? or will you ſay, 
they are no Churches of Chriſt, becauſe they are not buile upon 
Chriſt as a rock or foundation? Neither of theſe can you ſay, 
not the latter, for they arc built upon the »ſi3rution of Chriſt ; 
| not the former, for hypocrites have not Chriſt for their founda- 
tion, bur are builc upon the ſand. Hear your own words, pag.40. 
[ * It the profeſſion of the dorine of faith be true, though the 
| © grace of faith in the profeſſour be uncertain, and may be by- 
* poeriticall, and fo falſe, yer we dare nor deny the nature and 
«power of a Church to ſuch. ] But ſay I again, ſuch are nor 
founded upon the rock Chriſt, though they be upon his [n#:ru- 
tion ; Therefore /»ſtitution and rock, are not both one, But you 
confute your ſcIf, when you lay | * Chriſt is nor the head of 
Ss that Church, whereof he is not the foundation, and where he 
*< is the foundation, he is alſo the rock z ] Now (ſay I ) Chriſt 
is not the head of hypocrites, therefore not the foundation, nor 


the rock, for (as you adde) Chriſt is not a [andy foundation - 


yet are they built upon the 1»ſtirnrion of Chriſt ; and may and 
do fail, which chey could not if they were baile upon Chriſt a 
rock : But ſay you [| * What then? ſo may the true diſciples of 
« Chriſt fail ( in reſpe& of bodily ſubſiſtence) and yer the 
« oaces of hell nevec ou againſt them, )] Did Chriſt mean 
in regard of bodily { /iRtence, that the gates of hell ſhould nor 
prevail againſt the Church? "Do nor ſome particular Churches 
il in regard of the truch ic ſelf, and che pares of hell-prevail 
againſt the ſouls of all their members? yer Chriſt ſayes, they | 
lhall-not prevail againſt the Church baile upon the rock. Or 
rather did he not mean it of the Catboliks vifb/e Chutch, in 
this ſenſe ; that he will ever havea Church in one place or other ? 
yes, ſay you. [_ **God may removethe Candleftick, that is, bis 
[* particular Church, yet be will have ever ſome or other par- 
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 ſabordination, as a. Pobtical'body 8 But this we deny as well 


« ticular Churches viſible, inove place or other, } That js, ay I, 
God will haveevera Catholike viſible Charch, exiſting in the 
particulars ::and {o ( ſayes M. Hooker) the vilible Church doth 
notfail, Yer you goon to ſay, { *f Thoſe Churches that were 
« founded upoa Chrik,, and builcupon that rock, neither failed 
* nor fell away.) But (1 aflume ) thoſe Churches that were 
founded upon his /»ſtirxtion, fell away and failed, therefore 
they were not built upon the rock. You adde again [” © If the 
* poltericy of a holy Church do degenerate, they were never 


. * founded upon Chriſt, but in an outward form 7] True, ſay I, 


yet they as well as their predeceflors were built upon Chriſts 
Infut«tion, Therefore to be built upon divine /»ſfizut5o» meer- 
ly, 1s not the lame, as tobe built on a rock: And ſo you bave 
eladed, not anſwered th? argument, 

I have but one thing more to ſay to your Teſtimonies from 
Mr. hit. Zanius, and D, eAmes: You lay, [ * They diſpute 
* againſt a Catholike viſible Church, but maintain the Catho- 


- * like Chugch to be inviſible) But 1. The Church Catholike of 


which thoſe Divines ſpeak, againſt Papiſts, is not the fame with 
ours in this Diſpute : They intend it of the Church of the Elec, 
of all ages and times, which is the Catholike Church mention». 
ed in the Creed, as the obje& of our faith, not of our ſepſe : 
but we'take itain the ſecond ſenſe, delivered in the beginniog, 
for the whole mulcicyde of belecvers, or profefiours.of rhe Go- 
ſpel in all places of the world at once ; And the parts of this 
Church whether partjcular members; or particular \Congregati- 
ons being viſible, the whole (or which is all ove, the Catho- 
like Church ) mult needs be viſible. And D. Ames by name, .ba- 
vipg defined;this 'Church tobe. Cerm homing woratorww, fide- 


caps32, ſe, 1; wm, vel cares eorwes pon in. Clrifto, &c, Of this fame 


Church ( which-cannothe only.the particular Church, he ſaics, 
itis vifbils 5n [av parti; and in the former chapter, :S+2, 
laſt, Ecclefa nunguanm plane definig efſe wiſfbils : The Church 
Catholike (of that he ſpake ) never wholly ceaſeth to be vi- 
fible, 2. The Catholike Church which they difpate againlt, is 
in the Rowsſh ſenſe, a-Catholike Rewave Church, animated- by 
the Fope as an head, and by -Catholike Officers actually, 'in:8 
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z« they. We take itonly-for the whole mwiiende of beleevers, 


ane body, Whereof Chriſt alone is:the Head. : We ſhalt take ir if Survey part. t, 
M. Hookers words, | * The Church is the vifible kingdom of pag.15,16, - 


« Chriſt, in whick he reigns by the Scepter of his Word and Ot 8 > 
Nriitis an 
_— by poli- 

like Church, viſible in her members, | — vern® 


And nowI cc me to my ſecond Reaſon, or (as youcall it ) 06j.2, 


& dinances, 3nd executian of diſcipline, ] which viſible kingdom 
of Chriſt, is the who/e Chwarch, or (which is all one) the Catho- 


O-jcRion, The kingdom of glory ( one part of the meaning 


of the Kingdom of heaven, War. 16,19.) is not contra-diftine | 


gwiſhed to a particular Congregation, but to the gererall viſible 
Church on earth, You anſwer 1. [| * There js not any particular 
« Church on earth, but may be, upon juſt occafion contra-dis 
« ſtinguiſhed from the kingdem of glory } It may be fo, but 
very improperly, and with reipedt tothe whole Church on earth : 
Bart what's this ro-the Text or. ObjeRtion ?. The:queſtion is not, 
what may be elſewhere, but whar is the meaning/in- this Text : 
It fajes not, whatever thoyibalt binde ina particular Cangrega- 
t50#, but-in earth, that is, the vipþ/e Charch on earth, as contra» 


diftinguiſhed- to the wor/d here, .and the kingdomeof glory a= gc. the K 
boye. >. And beſides, he thac is bound: 12 any articular Church, noe" 


is bouod in all the Churches an earth ; and fo the diitinRion of 
heaven and earth reſpects. the whole Charch, ratber then any 
particular Church. 2. And this your ſecond Anſwer implies, 
. F< You did not, wean it in any- one ſingle Congregation on 
* earth, but generally and indefinitely inevery particular Church 
* oh earth ; for every Apaſtle bad trapſcendent power.in eve- 


« ;y particular Church on earth. ] But 1.why may -you-not:ſay 


as well [ <© generally in the whole Catboyke Church on earth.) 
ſceing Peter received power to binge and looſe, in the whole 
(urch primarily ( being ap Apoſtle ) and ſecondarily in par- 
ticular Congregations? 2, If Peter as an Apoſtle received ſuch 
powerin the wbo/e Charch, what is that to Elders 'and Belce- 
vers; tochallenge powerof the Keys from this Text, inall par- 
ticular Congregations ?* Sure, they have not rran/cendent power 
indefinitely, much lefle generally, in every particular Church on 
earth, 3. How did Peter receive the Keys. in every particalar 


Church 
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Church indefinitely 2 As an Apoſtle, or as an Elder, or as a be- 
lecver Not 25san Apoltle or Elder; that you denied in the way? 
Not as a B:leever, forif they bave any power in the Keys, iris 
in che- particular Congregation. Whence I conclude, by King- 
dom of beaven there, is not meant a particular,but the {atholike 
—_ Church, as contra-diſtinguithed to the Kingdome of 
g10TYs _ 

That Church is meant ( ſaid I ) whereof Peter was one, but 
Peter was not a member of a parcicular Congregation ; for 
there was none ſuch then extant. You are pleaſed co jeer me þ 
with your Logick; and tell me [_* there is a fallacy in ſuch ar- 
* ouing, to be lcfe to Sophiſters, or uſed, when I will refreſh 
* my wit with young ſcholars : ] But Ipray Sir, where lies the 
fallacy > The major is your own, the minor cannot be denied ; 


Peter was nor a member of a particular Congregation. The 
' Proof of this laſt Propoſicion is, becauſe there was none extant 


at that time : This is alſo true, and partly cenfefled by your 
ſelf, where then lies the fallacy 2 | ** The C opx/a doth cunno- 
* cate Time, which it ought nor to do, &c. | You inſtance in a 
Sophiſm; fic indeed for young ſcholarsz Buc nothing parallel co 
my arguings And your other Argument from the reſwrrefios is 
as far wide:you ſay[**The Propoſition is true,becauſe the ſubjcR 
* and predicate bave true connexion in the nature of the thing 
* though not in the preſent order of time. | But ſo it is not in my 
arguing; For Peter was not at any time a member of a particu- 
lar Congregation, neither then nor afterwards : There. was 
then no fallacy or ſophiſm in my arguing ; The weaknefſe was in 
the proof; For whereas I ſaid, Peter was not a member of a 
particular Congregatio, becauſe there was none extant at 
thac time; I ſhould have ſaid, Peter, being an Apoltle, way 
never a member 'of a particular Congregation p- Therefore | 
the Church there mean could not be a particular Coogrega= 
£10n | 

I id Fourthly, That Church whereof Pexer received the 
Keys, was ſuch, whereto an offended brother might tell an of- 
fence, and have it cenſured ; but that was never done in a 


Church of Saints, without Officers, &c, [_ © This ( ſay you ) is 


<« anotherpaſſage of Sophiltry ; Here arc quatwor rermins 1n this 
F —_- | *« Syllogiſm :; 
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« Syllogiſm 3 might tell an offence, and did cell an offence,make 
« twodiffcrent edinms.] Make-you the Syllogiſm right as 


you, would. have.it; you:make the; minor thus ;-['* But the 


&« Church of Saints without Officers was notſuch, ro whom an 
« offended brother might rell an offence, and have it cenſured, ] 
And this you deny. But I ſhall prove it thvs. 1, From the judge- 
ment of your brethren here, who ſay, [7 ** The brethren cannor 


«proceed to any publike cenſures without Officers: |] There- 


fore it is to no purpole to tell an offence to a Chnrch of belee- 
vers without Others, 2, From your ſelf, who expreſly fay : 
[ © Excommunication is one of the higheſt Acts of . Rule, 


« and therefore cannot be performed, but by ſome Rulers : ) The Keys 
though I confeſle, you flatly contradict your ſelf in the way, pag, pag,16, 


oi. Andnow my Syllogiſm may eaſily be defended and clears 
ed froma Sophiſm, by adding the minor more explicicly, thus, 

« But a Church of Saints withour Officers, is not ſuch a 
*« Church : ] This is proved by what I ſay, That was never done 
in a Church of Saints, wichout Officers ; that is, no example can 
be brought from Scripture or Hittory, of ſuch a practice, where 
a Chucch of Saints without Officers did cenſure an offence g 
Therefore the Church of Corerh ( which you inſtance in ) was 
not ſuch a Church, for it had Officers, who (as I ſaid) mighe 
anthoritatively ceniure offenders. [_** What of that ? (tay you) 
«if a Church of Saints without Officers, have power from Chriſt 
* tocleR Officers, then alſo to admit members; And if toads 
*© mit Wichout Officers, then to exclude them without Otfi= 


*cers : | Surely, whatever mine was, this is a fallacy-and a 


Sophiſm, called peririo principy : For you know, we deny, that 
a Church of Saints without Oiticers, have power to elef, that 
is, ordainand make Officers, and, you ought not to beg it. And 
what mean you: by. power to admit members? Admiſſion of 
members is cither at their fir/# conver/ion, which is done by bap- 


| tiſm, and ſo your ſelf ſay, None but Officers .can admit, for 


none bat Officers can baptize; Or it isat the removall of a mem- 
ber fiom one Church to another, to-admit into the'communi- 


# 


. onof another Church ; but this, either is no part of the power 
 efthe Keys, .or if 1t be, it belangs to a Church with Officers, 
Nay, your argument will repo ngon yourſelf, Ir is the tame 


, power 
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powey 10 open and ſhut, to admit and exclude; Bata Churcb of 
Saints without Officers cannot exclude or ſhut out, therefore 
nor cat they admit or open. The minor is your own alictle 
above, and your brethrens alfo : [7 ** Excommunication being an 
« ARtof Rule, cannor be performed but by ſome Rulers. 
And here deſire you to take notice, That a great ground of 
your miltzkes, lies in the 25/application or aitribution of the 
power of the Keys to the brethren, tocleA, that is, ro make and. 
ordain their own Officers; making eleion the principall, and 
erdioation bur a circumſtance or folemnity, not neceſſary by 
' the /»ſtitation of Chriſt, to belong to-the Officers, Indeed, it 
ſeems to follow rationally, They -that may 0ydain their own 
Officers, may de-ordain them, or calt them out; for it is the 
ſame power inSi7:1wcre & deftitnere, as you ſay: And then if 
the brethren may ordain and de-ordain their Officers, much 
more may they admit or exclade members, But me thinks the 
Antecedent is to be denied, and we prove it thus : They that 
may ordain Othcers to ſuch employments, may tn caſe ef ne- 
a ceſlity at leaſt formally themſelves pertorm chem : Bne you 
| The Way,pag. conſtantly deny, that any but Oticers can adminiſter Sacra- 
[| 44- and ihen gents : The major is alſo your own Afſertion, in this laſt bock 
| rain - 2, Of yours thus you ſpeak ["** I confefle, I do nor well underſtand 
| 'B*S'35* chow a man in calc of neceſſity hath any virtuall power to this 
« or that Act, 'but he hath alſo a formall power to doſuch an 
« Atinthat caſe of Necefficy. ] But (Laſſame) the brethren in 
a caſe of Neceſlity ( ſay you } have a virtual} power to ordaie 
their Officers, who can doe thoſe Acts, adminiſter Sacra- 
ments, &c. therefore in that Neceſlity, when they have no Of- 
ficers, they have a formal power to adminiſter Sacraments. Nor 
can I ſce any reaſon why thoſe that may ordain Officers,and ad=- 
miniſter cenſares without Officers, may not alſo adminiſter Sa- 
craments. For to adminiſter Sacraments is one of the loweſt alts 
| of a Miniſter, certainly lefſe then preaching [" © Chriſt ſence me' 
| Par,”, pag.81. ©* notto baptize butto preach che Goſpel, *} 9.9. that was the 
chicfeſt part of his errand, ſaies M. Hooker. And Excommuni» 
cation (and fo admiflion of Officers by EleRion ) is one of the 
bigheſt att of Rule, (ſay you : ) But yoy allow your brethren to 
preach, and to cl, andcaſt out Officers ;therefore they may 
| as 
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as well if not better be allowed _—_ iniſter Sacraments; which 
yet you do deny. How Inaependent indeed is'your way? how 


5xconſiſtent your dotrines2 I wiſh you would at laſt conſider it. 06;,5. 


I ſaid in the fifth place, The {bwrcb to which the Keys are 
oiven, arc ſaid (by you) co be ſuch as doall of them meer in one 
place, for the adminiſtration of the Ordinances of Chriſt. But 
the Ordinances of Chriſt are not to be found, much lefſe admi- 
niſtred in a Church of beleevers without Officers « Therefore, 
To this you anſwer thus, ['*The truth is, though the Ordinances 
& may notall of them be adminiftred in a Church of beleevers 
<« without Officers, as authoritative diſpenſing of the Word 
& 8nd cenſures, and miniſtration of Sacraments : yet ſome Ordi« 
.<*nances may be found and adminiſtred there : ] But Sir, x. Did 
not you intend ir of all Ordinances, that they may and muſt be 
adminiitred in a Church of beleevers 2 Did you not define a 
Church tobe 3 company of belcevers met together to enjoy all 
Ocdioances? 2, I ſaid (all) the Ordinances are not to be found 
in a Church of beleevers without Officers, you firſt take no no- 


tice of thar, bur ſay, though all may not be adminiftred there: and 


thers confefle,. Some of them cannot be found and adminiſtred 
there : Surely choſe that cannot be found there (as ſome can- 
not) cannot be adminiſtred there : But (fay 1) in that Church 
to which the Keys were given, all Ordinances ( which are the 
Key: ) may be found and adminiſtred : Therefore thar Church 
and yours are not the ſame: 5. What are thoſe Some Ordi- 
waxces which may be found there? [© 1, Two or three to 
* meet together, and pray, and admoniſh one another, ec. ] 
But are two or three a Church ? You ſay ſomewhere 5. are the 
leaſt number. And may not any two or three beleevers, not in 
your Chnrch-order, no members of avy particalar Church, meet 
and pray, &c? have they then the power of the Keys? Is not 
reading of the word alſo an Ordinance of Chrift, and finging of 

Pſalms, &c. Are theſe alſo part of the power of the Keys? 
 [* 2. Itis an Ocdinanceof Chriſt to ele& Officers, for this is 
* che power and priviledge of the Church of Brethren ] Let 
me uſe yoer own words to mein this paragraph [ © This latrer 
& propoſition is left naked and noguarded without proof, and is 
but an 5p/c dix5?, &c, |] for PR we deny it, And ſuppeſe 

| 2 | thoſe 
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thoſe were Ordinances, and part of the power of the Keys, yer 
they are not the Qrdinances that I ceded, viz, adminiſtration 

of Sacraments and cenſures-: Theſe: yon have confeſſed (though 
Ft you again deny it)are not to be found or adminiſtred'in a (burch 
| Thcy 2re not Without Officers ; [| © The truth is { your own words) the Or- 
| capable ofad. © dinances of Chrilt may not all of them be adminiſtred in a 
| min«firatioa © Church without Officers, as authoritative diſpenſing of the 
| ot 5 craments « jyorq and cenſures, and miniſtration of Sacraments : ] what 
l __ Offi- "need 1 prove my latter propoſition when you confefle it > Bur 
| you have an help for this: [| * If a Church of beleevers may 

« (upply themſelves with Othcers, when they want them (which 
& you know We deny, unleſſe yop mean they may procure themelſe- 

& where) and if Officers and brethren have all ordioary Church 

© power (Which We alſo deny to the brethren) and ſoall Ordi- 
*« nances 'of Chriſt, which are ordinarily adminiſtred, found 
«* there, then what hindereth, but that a Church of beleevers 

« hath in it, as ſome Ocdinances formally, ſo all radically and 

'& yirtu3lly,and the ſame adminiſtred,and adminitrable amongſt 
« them ? ) This diſcourſe is a meer begging,of the-queſtion firſt, 

and then a varying of it: A begging in that you take for grant- 

ed, that the Brethren have a power in the Keys, either formally 

or radically ; and that becauſe they have a power to ele their 

own Officers; If by El/e8iox yon mean the Creation or ma» 
king of Officers, we deny then any ſuch power : If you mean a 

deſignation or choice of a fit perſon, to be ordained by other Of» 

| ficers, that is no power of the Keys ; which your ſelf ſay [7 are 
[|| The Keys,p.z. ** the Ordinances of Chriſt, as the preaching of the Word, and 
| * adminiſtring of the Seals and cenſures, ] You alſo vary the 
queſtion, by putting in two words; firſt, ordinarily adminifred, 
whenas I ſpake of all Ocdinances ordinary, as thoſe mention- 
ed, or extraordinary, as Synoads, which your ſelf acknowledge an 
Ocdinance of God; and I think will not ſay it may be admini- 
fred in a particular Church of beleevers, without or with Offie 
cer*, Secondly, You (buffle in another word e-Adwinifrable 3- 
moneſt them ; whereas the queſtion was of Ordinances admini- 
ſtred; They are not all tro be found, much lefſe adminiſtred in 
ſach a Church : But all Ocdinances, ordinary and extrordinary, 
are both adminiſtrable and adminiſtred in the Church, to which 
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the Keys were given ; therefore that and yours is not the ſame; 
and that and not yours is underſtood in that Text, 

I faid farther; If-the Keys were committed tothe Church, 
the particular Congregation, you muſt mean it either objzeFive, 
for the uſe of the Church (but that's not to the purpoſe) or ſ#b- 
jeflive, and then you fall into the extreme of Browniſts, &c. To 
this you anſwer, [' ** I meant it indeed ſ#bjefive, though not 
«excluding objefive : The-particular Church receiveth the 
« power of the Keys, bath /a6jeGtive to it ſelf, and objeFive for 
« jt ſelf ; ] But I reply,and ask, what you mean by S#bzeHive,to 
ic ſelf? and of what Church you intend it, whether Znr:irove, 
(as you ſpeak) conſiſting only of beleevers without Officers, or 
poliricall with: Officers ? If you mean that che Church Eatitive 
of beleevers without Officers is the ſubje& of the Keys,then they 
have not only virtually bur alſo: formally received the Keys, and 
may adminiſter all Ordinances without Officers (which yer you 
deny) for Peter here received them all formally, and you fay,as 


2 belcever ; then (ſay I) beleevers not only in a Chnrch jointly, 


but even fingly have received all the power of the Keys formal- 
ly, and may adminiſter them without any Officers, which is 
worſe then Browniſm, But I have diftingu:ſhed above, when 
the Church is ſaid to receive the Keys /wbjefive, it may be 
- meant, either 192weazatly by her ſelf, without Officers ; or weds« 


atly by and in her Officers: and T illuſtrated it by the body na- - 


turall : As fight is immediacly truſted with che eye, as the next 


ſubje of ir z but mediatly with the body, In the firſt ſenſe, you - 


cannot ſay, the Church is the immediate ſubje& of the Keys x 
for then ſhe might immediatly adminiſter them all without Of- 
ficers ( as I ſaid ) Io the latter ſenſe, it is nothing to your pur- 


poſe, for then, as fight is entruſted with the-eye, firſt for the 
200d of the body, fo the Keys are entruſted with the Officers 
for the good of the Church : The body is not firſt entruſted: Far.2, pag.az. 


with fight to convey ito the eye, nor are the Keys committed 
ficſt to the Church, to convey them to the Officers, You fay af- 
terwards [] **If Chriſt have given them (Paſtors, &c.): to the 
* Church, che Church is the Recipient ſubjeR of them; *A&iF 
* theeye be givento the body, the bodyis the recipient ſabje&t 
« of it, ] All this is true, in a ſenſe, The Officers are given to the 
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Keys. And this (as I have often faid) is evident in the: Text in 
. band For Chrilt doth not ſay [ I give tothe Church the pow- 
©er of the Keys, or the Keys of the Kingdom of heaven (that is, 
* of it ſelf ) but I give to thee Peter the Keys of the kingdom of 
i * heaven, that is, of the Church : |] not the{eaſt colour here, of 
|. 76id, pag-23, giving the Keys to the Church, But I defire you will conſider 
| Materials of a your 1nconſtancy, and the inconſiſtency of your affertions, You 
| Church, &c. ſay preſcacly atter the laſt words cited, [_ **© Paſtors, &c. are gi- 
Pag.27- © yen to the Cturch as integrall parts of the Church, as the 
—Lmy-1 mp4 +. {£ Church is Totuns Integrale, ] Then fay I, they are not given to 
poficlool fs. the Church as meer adjuacts, nor doth che Church receive them, 
as the ſabje& of them, And that upon your own reaſon | ** For 
&« integrall parts are incrinſecall and efſentiall to a Totum /nte- 
* orale, and not _extrinſecall, as the obx& is to a thing. ] Inte- 
srall parts are not ſabjes and adjunits one to another. 
But you fay [© When I wrote that propoſition (in the farſt 
** words of the Way) it was not then in my minde to underftand 
« any other, but a Congregation of belecvers with Officers ; 
« For I ſpake of ſuch a Church whereof Peter was one, and he 
« was ag Officer. ] 1, Whatever was in your minde, I know net, 
The Way, p.z, 295 the words hold out rather a Congregazion of believers with- 
| out. Otcers (and ſo that acute and judicious M. Rath, unders | 
ltood you, as well as I) For you fay there, [' * The Church to 
* which Chriſt-bath commicted the Keys of che Kingdom, the 
<nowerof binding and looſing,the Tables andSeals of hisCoves 
*nant,and(mark that );the Officers and Cenſares of theChureh, 
«15 260mMmunionof Saints, &c. ] But can the. Officers be _ 
_ | - ' Mitte 
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Chap. 
mitted:to'the Church with Officers? And do not you commonly 
diginguiſh Saints or beleevers from Officers? When you ſaid, 
P aſtors are givento the Church, and the Church is the recipient 
ſubje& of them, muſt not the Church be taken then for a com- 
pany of Saints without Officers? 2, In your preſent defence, you 
underſtand it all along of a Cherch without Officers, or T under- 
ſtand you not. 3, When you adde [ © That you ſpake of ſach a 
« Church whereof Peter was one, and he was an Officer, ] You 
vary the ſcaſe and words of the propofition. Far there you ay, 
[*« The Church tq which Chriſt committed the power, &c. was 
«a company of ſuch (as whereof Peter 'was one) beleevers pro- 
« feſſing that faith,c&c; ] Mark that, oze beleever, not one Offi 
cer: Andelſewhere you ſay, the Keys were commitred to Pe- 
ter, not as.an Apoalile or Elder, that is, not as an Officer but as a 
beleever. How theſe things agree, I fee not ; Yet you will de- 
fend it'(pranting that ſenſe) [ ** They have received ſome part 
« of the Keys formally, cc. ] Of which we have ſpoken before, 
and refer youthither. Only I ſhall obſerve your fimilitude for 
jlaſtration of your aſſertion 3 [_** The ſtock of the vine (grows 
«ing from the root }bath notimmediate-pewer to bring forth. 
* grapes,"-yet hath power to.produce branches which do bring 
8 forth grapes : So the body of the Church of beleevers, though 
*rhey have not immediate power of rule, authoritatively to 
* diſpenſe the Word, or to adminiſter Sacraments at all, yet 
' they bave a power to produce 1uch Officers as may perform 
© the ſame. ] But I fear your fmlirudes do deceive you, Do the | 
Brethren 19mediatly give that power tothe Officers, which | 
hey have net formally in themſcives? Did not the Officers Epjf. to Keys, 
cceive their power 1mmediatly from Chriſt or his Apoſtles,who pag. 3: 
zad that power formally in themſelves ? Have not your Pre» 
acers to the Keys, told us, that your ſelf lay 'this fandamentall 
xxime, [© That look whatever power or tight any of che poſ+ _ 
IF ſeffours and ſubjeAts thereof may have, they bave it each alike 
*?mmediatly (in reſpeR of a mediation of delegation or depen- 
© dance oneach other) from Chriſ, and fo are each the firlt ſub» 
es of that power which is allotred to them? 7] But now you 
nake the Officers to depend immediatly upen the Charch of 
delecyers; and to derive their power fromthem by mediation 
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or delegation, as the branches derive their being and vertueto 
produce grapes, from the ſtock of the Vine, Which if it be''not 
co jump with-the Brownifs, who place all power radically and 
originally in the Church of belcevers, and make the Officers de- 
rive it as their ſervants immediatfy from them , I muſt profefſe 
I underſtand nothiog in this controverfie : Noth not M. Hooker 
make the (arch of belecvers the firſt ſubje& of all Charch. 


. power ? and do not the Brownilts juſt ſo > whereas you (ſome- 


Objc7, 


Supra. p3g.7. 


r:mes at leaſt in the judgement of your bretbren here, as afore) 
make two firſt ſubje&s of the power of the Keyes, and exch to 
have it immediatly from Chriſt : Idcfice you would conſider 

whom M. Hooker meant -in thoſe words [_ © That conceit is 
* more wide from the mark, ec. pag 193, ſec&.2, It is ſtrange 
that all this while you ſhould agree no better. 

I ſaid laſtly, The Church there meant is called the Kingaow of 
heaven, but a particular Congregation of belceyers is never cal- 
ied fo : being but a member of it, & c. You anſwer, [_* Ir is not 
<** materiall, wherhec ir be called ſo or no, it isenouzh it is called 
&« a Church, yea, as diſtinguiſhed from Church=0 fficers, As 25, 
22423. &c.] I gavethe ſenſe and roſolution of that Text afore ; 
The ſum is this, it doth not hold a Church of beleevers; as cxiſt- 


ing without Officers; for that Church had Officers : but only 


diſtinguiſheth the /»tegral parts (as your ſelf call chem above) 
of that Church into Officers and members ; [_** The Apoſtles, 
* Elders, and whole Church; ver.22.7] that is, the brethren of 
beleevers, ver.23. aſſembled together, ver.25. Which is no more 
then if he had ſaid, the whole Church, conſiſting of Apoſtles, El- 
ders, and Brethren, But you muſt remember that you are diſpu- 
ting the power of the Keyes to be given to a Church of belee. 
vers without Officers; and you bring an inſtance of a Charch 
chat had Officers: Shew (if you can) a Chnychof beleevers, 
exiſting without Officers, which took upon them the name of a 
Church, or the title of the Kingdow of brave. I yet belceve, | 
wherecver the Church is called the Kingdom of heaven, in Scri- 
pture, it is meant of the whole Church, not of any particular 
Congregation. Your own Texts produced do hold out as much, 
M4.20;1. It is called x vineyard, which fignifies either. the 
ſtace of.che Goſpel, or the whole viſible Church; If he had 
| . meanc 
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meant ir of particular Churches, he would have rather ſaid, into 
his vineyards; for all thoſe Officers could not be hired for one 
particular Chavch : You ſay, [| *It was into this or that par- 
ricular Church reſpeRively ] true, with reſpe& to.the whole vi- 
fible Charch, which is but one. A man. that hath alarge vine- 
yard, hires ſervants to work, in ſeveral places or parts of- that 
vineyard ; but this or chat part is not called a vineyard, but with 
reſpe& to the whole, they are all hired to labour in his vineyard. 
Oc what if that Parable be rather underſtood of particular per- 
ſons, then particular Congregations? God cals all. Chriſtians 


into his Ch-rch, and ſets them co work; Some come in at one - 


hour, ſome at another ; they that come ficlt, chink they deſerve 
more, then they that come inlate, at the cleveuth hour: Chriſk 
would intimate, that God is free, and his grace free to do what 
be will with hisown; and there is no merit at all : Many are 
called but few-are choſen: But your Expoſicioa reſtrains the 
parable only to Officers, as diſtin& from the Church of, belee- 
vers. The like may be ſaid of your ſecond Text, Aſar.25.1,2. It 
is not-meant as an a deſcription of the eſtate of each particular 
Church, as you ſtrain, rather then interpret it s bur of every 
particular profeſſiog Chriſtian, Whereof ſome have lamps of 
profeſſion, but no oyl of cruegrace; others have both : And the 


ſcope of the parable is intimated in the Tvdiors gr application, | 


ver.23e [| © Watch ye therefore (every one of you ) for you know 
&« ot the day nor hour Whew the Son of man cometh, | Your next 
of Lak.17.21. is wider from the mark, { The Kingdom of 'God 
&« 4 within you, *] that is, either the Meflias whom you ſeek as 
abſent, is now among you, 8s Beza, or the power of the Goſpel 


is wichin you or upon you. Thoſe other of Rev.1.6, and 1 Pet. 
2.9. are a$ much miſtaken, if applied to a particular Congrega- 


tion, All the faithfull are Kings and Prieſts, and all together, 
are a Kingdow of Prieſts, both Officers and beleevers, 1 ſuppoſe 
you will not apply this either only roche Officers, or only to be- 


leevers, but to both (ingly and jointly, and reſpeRively to the 
whole Church, © | 


To conclude this whole firſt Se&ion, I added, a particular 
Congregation is but a member or Corporation of that kingdom: 
and it were 8s improper to call a Congregation Chiiſts kingdom, 

_ | t | | - 
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as to call Zoxdon the kingdom of Englang, You anſiyer, [** E- 
very fimilarpart of a ſimilar body doth properly partake both 
« jj the name and nature of the whole ; Every parc of water is 
6 Wwarer,c. and ſ\nch 4s pare of ſuch a body iS A particular Viſl- 
«ble Church, Bur ſuch is not the ſtare of Loxydon, &c ] You faid 
a little-above [" *© It was not in your minde to underſtand any 
4 other particular Congregation, but one farniſhed with Offi- 
&« cers; ] Bur then if you will tpeak properly and trialy, you 
cannot ſay, that a particular Congregation of Officers and be- 
leevers is a-ſimilar part of a ſimilar body ; for it is a diſſimilar 
body conliſting of diflimilar parts: and ſo London, and its 
agree in ſtate; and thar Church can no more properly be called 
the Kingdom of heaven, then London thekingdom of England. 
Again, if you will ( to help your ſelf ont of this Labyrinth ) ua- 
derſtand itof a particuar Church without Officers, you fall inte 
. another gulf as bad as the former. For if particular Congrega- 
tions conſiſting of ſimilar parts (of beleevers only )_ may be cal- 
led Kingdoms, as they aze called Churches, then it will fairly 
follow, that every particular member of that fimilar body, may 
be called not only a Charch, but a Kingdom too; becauſe every 
ſimilar part of a ſimilar body (it is your own reaſon ) deth pro- 
perly partake in the Name and Nature of the whole : Sothen, as 
every drop of water is water,ſo every member of ſuch a Church, 
_ a Church andof ſacha Kingdom, is a Kingdom, Your fol- 
lowing of metaphors and Parables coo farzisguilty of theſe miſe 
carriages ; as I elſewhere often ſhew ; where 1 alſo ſhew how a 
particular Church conliſting of Officers and beleevers, may, io a 
candid fenſe be ſaid to be-a ſimilar body, to which I referre 
you, | 


A ——— -. - 


Sncr, Il, 
What the Keys of the Kingdom of Heaven are. 


| ks opening what the Xey, of the kingdom of heavenbe, it 
&A'was not your intent to enumerate them all diſtinRly and par- 


ticularly, (as you here ſay) Surely you intended not the buſineſſe 
Sn | you 


v p30 hy, 


Chapt th oe Corron: 


you bad in hand, when you were purpoſely engaged to anſwer 
this'Queſtion. What are'the: Keyes of this Kingdom ?/ would 
not any Reader expe ( from an Expoſitor, of that text) a full 
and perfeR ernmeration of the Keys? what,and how many they 
are ? Had you ſaid only chus [_ * The Keys are the Ordinances 
« which Chrift hath-inftituted tro be adminiſtred in his Church. ] 
You might afterwards have referredthem (as you-fay) to their 
ſeyerall ſubjes. Bur when you adde [7 ** As the preaching of the 
© Word, as alſo the adminiſtrationof che Seals and Cenſares ; ] 
Would nor any Reader take it for a full diſtribution of the 
Keys? And when you adde [" © By the opening and applying of 
« theſe both the gates of the Charch here, and of heaven hereaf« 
© ter, are opened or ſhut to the ſons ef men. ] Would not any 
 manthink, theſe were alſhe Keys ncceflary, and alfufficienr for 
thoſe ends on earth and in heaven? 
But (ſay you) ['*In inſtancing theſe, I ſuppoſed no man would 
& be of ſo narrow apprekenfion, as not to conceive thoſe things 
© robe included, without _— theſe cannor duely be perform- 
&« ed, As vocation unto ſuch adminiſtrations, and ſome who 
«© have power from Chriſt co give ſach a vocation. ] But I pray 
Sir, are thelEany part of the Keys themſelves? If aSteward be 
truſted with the Keys of the. Family ( as Perer with the Keys of 
the Churcb: ) there muſt be doors and locks, and ſervants to 
be let in, or ſhut out ; but are thoſe any partof the Keys > Mend 
your diſtribution of the Keys ; and will you ſay, The Keyes are 
vocation, and ſome that bave power to: give ſuch'a'vocation ? 
We- ( ſuch is the narrowneſfe of our apprebenfion/)' think your 
diſtribution afore-giver,is full enough; nor can wetcl (pardon 
, our dulneſſc);how you can mend it, but you will make it-worſe. 
We have been accuſtomed ſo long to that ancient diſtribution of 
Clauu Scientie ( which you call preaching of the Word) and: 
Clavs poreftaris ( which you cajl efdminitration of Seals and 
Cenſares ) that we wonder at your new pick-locks, preſented 
to the world, as Keys of the kingdors of heaven. Andl yet think, 
your new diſtribution labours under ſo many [ncongrutties '( as 
Vind, Clav. bath-given you to underſtand, though youare not 
picaſed to.take notice of them, or to vindicate them, ] that it is 
far worſe then che old one, ſo long; received inthe a” - 
E 3 rite 
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Chriſt. 1had chought to have added your own words ( appliable 
enovghto your new diſtribution) in end of SeF. 3. pag,6. of the 
Keys, but I forbear. hy 2 be 

Ic ſeemsro me (though you infiouate the contrary ) tobe of 
great weighr for the expediting of. many controverfies aboue 
the:Keys, and your new Way, to know what thoſe Keys be, and | 
what Ordinances they incMtide, Is not one main controverſie bee 
twixt you and us, about the natute-and extent of the-Keys,' and 
who are the 'Key-bearers ? which cannot be decided, unleſſe 
we know whar be thofe Keys. Bur let us hear your new defini- 
tion of the Keys : © Keysof the kingdom of: heaven are ſpiritu- 
&« a1} powers, to diſpenſe the Treaſures of his Kingdom,&c.) Is 


| not this almoſt the ſame with that afore, . Keys are the: Ordi- 


»auces of Chriſt to be adminiſtred in his Charch, for opening and 


ſburcing the gates of the Church here, and of heaven hereafter 2 


But what mean you by Firiexal powers ? you mean [| © Spiri. 
© ruall calliogs and ſpiricuzll gifts tictiog for them, enabling to 
© {ome ſpirituall Ads, for theſe are Ordinances, ] I pray Sir, is 
every {p.ricuall calliog, and every ſpiritu3ll gift tictitg forthem, 
a Key intended in the text to be given to Peter ? callings and 
»ifts help to diſpenſe the Keys, Dur they are no Keys : Bur they 
are Ordinances? Be it ſo, is every Ocdinance a Key ? The Deg- 
cons office is an Ordinance ( and the Widows too, fay you ) 
and fpirituall gifts are requiſite to fit for that calling ; bur is a 
Deacon or. his office a Key? and a Key givento Peter in that 
Text? Prayer and ſinging are Ordinances, but who ever num» 
bred them among the Keys? Well, what are the Treaſure: dife 
penſcd by tkoſepowersor:Keys? [© I mean by them (fay;you) 
* the Word, Seaks,and cenſures,@c, JBefore you ſaid the preach- 
ing of the word, and Adminiſtration of the Seals and Cenſures,, 
were thele Keys :, and now you call them the Treaſurers to be 
diſpenſed by the Keys : What inconpgruity is here? Now ler us. 
hear your DsFribntion of the Keys, according to this your de- 


finition; [ < Keys, ſpiritual} powers, are either the Key of 


* Knowledge or Faich (both one w th you) or the Key of Or- 
* der: The Key of Ocder is either the Key of power, or the Key 
* of Authority or Rule: ] Isnot this an accurate diſtribution? 
The #:r:rnal powers are either: Keys of power or of Authorny ? 
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And is not the Key of 'knowledge a key of erder, an Ordinance 
peculiar to ſomme- order or office of men'? what confuſion is 
here ? In a word, your new definition of the Keys better fits the 
Key-bearers then the* Keys thetnſelves, ver. 9. A Paſtoror Tea- 
cher is a ſpirituall power given by Chriſt to his Church, todiſ-- 
penſe the Treaſures of his kingdom, &c. And your own Expo- 
fcion fics ic better ; By ſpirituall powers is meant, pirituall cal- 
lings: ſuch-is the calling of a Paſtor: and ſpiritual gitrs are requi- - 
fire for the fitting of them to ſpiritual As ; But no man ever 
ſaid,that a Paſtor was a Key,bur a Ste ward to diſpenſe the Keys. 
New waiecs muſt coin new notions and diſtintions, to make 
them as amiable, as ſtrange, Bar the o/d way is the good way. - 
I. And now you come to animadyert upon my-animadverti- 
ens; 1 I ſaid you confuted your ſcope in the whole book, which 
is to give the people a ſhare in the government of the Church: 
This you peremptonily deny to be your ſcope, and ſay I miſtake 


your meaning, Let your Prefacers ſpeak fir(t, ['** His ſcope is to- pref, to Keys, © 
« demonſtrate a diſtin and ſeveral tate, and intereſt of power, pag. 3. : 


«© jn matters of common concerniment, vouchfafed to cach of 
<« theſe (the Officers and people ) and diſperſed among both, 
© by charter from the Lord's as in ſome corporate Towns, the 
Aldermen as Rulers, and a Common Counſel] a body of the 
« people. ] which that it amounts co a ſhare in the Ruling pow- 
er, is demonſtraced in my Yd. ( lav. in antwerto that preface, 
and in the Tract it {elf ; Bur you rake no notice of it, Next, let 
your own books ſpeak; wherein you often give the brethren 
without Officers power to ordain Othcers, and to cenſure them 
all withour Officers; which if they be nor the h3pheſt atts of 
Rale, and ſo the brethren have the greateſt ſhare in the govern- 
ment, I ſhall ſtill profefle my gnorance in this controverſie. 
And upon my obſervation, you deny them power in nothing, buc 
adminiſtration of Sacraments ; You allow them powerin jurif- 
dition, by giving them power in admiſſion and cjettion of mem- 
bers and Officers 3 You allow them liberty 'in' preaching the 
Word, only not. ordinarily, nor fo authoriratively as to Faſtor 
or Teacher : whar can you give: them more but adminiſtration 
of Sacraments ; and chat being lefſe an AR of Rulezthen the for- 
mer,you may go 0n,and grant them-thac too; or they will rake ir, 
and (o they do, | | I faid, - 
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_ Iaid, in proſecution of .my charge, of-youg confuting the 
ſcope of your book; If the Keys be the Ordinances of-Chriſt, 
(there by you ſpecified) preaching and adminiſtration of Sacra» 
ments and Cenfures, they are given for the Church of belcevers, 
objefive, but are never in Scripture, or all antiquicy faid ro be 
given tothe Church ſabjefive : You are pleaſed ro deride me, as 
if I had not read all Antiquity, which I profeſſe I have not 
(chough in this particular concroverſie ic is ealie to finde what 
Antiquity hath ſaid ) or had forgotten what is recorded by the 
moſt ancient Antiquity, for the ſpace of the firſt three hundred 
years: But of that you vouchſafe not to give me any account, 
how pertinent ſoever to our preſent buſinefle, bur refetre me to 
that account you have given M.Basy ; to whom ( in way. of re- 

quicall, notof revenge ) Ithall referre you to wait for your un- 

\wer. | | 

But youſay T © what power you give to the Church of be- 

© leeyers /xbjeftive, you allcdge Scriptures for it, which when 

&« Yindex taketh in hand co evade them, you ſhall return him an 

*« anſwer. ] You did alledge Scripture, and che Afſfertor { not 

Avenger) did in their place an{wer them ( not evaded them, as 


you phraſe ic) andexpeRed your reply ; but I perceive he may. 


goſeck it, for you never come at the place, where it-is hand- 


| led; though you'promiſe here, and once or twice more, you 


would da it; but citherevaded it, or forgot it, of which more 
anon, | 1 
It ſounds very ill (I faid) at firſt hearivg, to ſay, that the bre- 


thcen have any powcr in the Keys, or Ordinances of preaching, 


or adminiſtring Seals.or Cenſures : you anſwer, (< If thoſe, 


* preaching the. Word, and. adminiſtring Seals, were all the Or= 
&* dinances,and na more, I fay true, it would ſound ill] ac firſt, ar 


* ſecond, and third hearing too, to ſay, The people have any 


«power to exerciſe theſe Ordinances, ] &c. But 1, Why do you 


leave out Cex/#res, Which not only 1 pat in, but your ſelf alſo, 
in defining the Keys ? Does it not ſound Hl, as firſt, cond, and 
third hearing, toall reformed Churches (but your own and 
ſuch like) chacthe.people have any power, yea, the greateſt paw- 
er toexcrciſe cealures ? For they can cenſure all their Officers, 
but all cheir Officers without them cannot cenſure them, nor 

ents Fe any 
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any one of them: It is indeed no unpleaſerit ſound to yon, or 


your people: yea, it Would found very il} and harſh to you; at 
leaſt co your people, to hear, That they have no power in the 
Keys mentioned, - preaching and adminiſtring of Seals and 
Cenſures, But if thofe Keys were given co Peter, they were gi- 
ven to him, either as an E/aey, and then the people have nothing 


to do with them at all, one or other : Or asa Beleever, but then 


they may as well exerciſe the Ordinances of preaching and ad- 
miniſtring Seals, as exerciſe and adminiiter the Ordinance of 
Cenfures. | 
But you go on, by way of Recrimination (I fay not by way of 
Revenge) with an argument, ad hominem [© You marvell ic 
&« ſhould ſound fo ill ( to allow the people a power in cenſures) 
«to them whole ears have been wonted- lopg, to hear of ſuf» 
* penſions and Excommunications,by Chanceſlors and Commit- 
* {faries, Who generally are no Miniſters, exc.) Truly Sir, this 
roucheth not me, who have as well thought ir co ſonnd ill, at 
firſt or ſecond hearing, that Chancellors,&c, no Miniſters, 


ſhould ſuſpend and excommunicare, . as I now think it harſh to _ 


hear, this power is allowed to, and practiſed by the people. 
Though people may perhaps be the better men, yet not ſo well 
| authorized, as ſome Chancellors and Commiſſaries ( for ſome 
of them were Miniſters) who had more colour of Authority to 
ſaſpend, &c. then your people have, who are quite ont of office. 
But you wonder more that I that could alledge all Antiquity, 
ſhould chink it to ſound ill | ** Who know what reverend Te- 
*(timony, ancient Terrmllian giveth of the Brethrens power, ec. 
© and what ( yproax gives to the people,e&c, ] Lhad thought co 
let you wait for your anſwer, from M. B as/y; but ſecing you. 
are pleaſed to vouchſafe me the Teſtimonies, Iſhall anticipate 
his anſwer in the mean time, 1.For Terewl5ans, I finde you cite 
him not at all co M, Baily, as if then you took itro beof no 
oreat firength, What ſaith Tertulian ? Dunmprobi, cum bons 
corn, &c, | * When honeſt, good, godly, chaſte people, meer 
E-together, 1ri1s not to be called a faction; but x Courr. ] What 
is this to power of the people in cenſares? Unleffe yon begge it 
hence, that the word Cris ſignifies a Court ?- But I pray, what 
mention is here of Officers at all? Did the people at that _ 
| cenſure 


of 


| Chap.r. 
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Sce the Way, 


. cenſure alone-without their Officers * You will hardly prove 


char; or arenot Officers good and honeſt men? Or doe good 
men never meet but in a Court to cenſure Þ As for ({ypries you 


 leavemein the dark, to go look what he ſayes ; or ro turn back 


to what you ſay co M, Baity :-I ſhall conſider the place, and 
his Teſtimonies. In the farſt, youclearly to my underſtanding 
confute your own way of Ordination of Miniſters : Thus Cy- 


"-prian ſpeaks [ © As they have received from the Apoſiles, ſo 


*« they hold it, that for the orderly celebration of Ocdination, 


_ © all theneighbour Biſhops of the ſame Province, where a Mi- 


* niſter is to be ordained, come together to that people,&c. Of 


© Sabinus he ſaies, this Office was put upon him by the ſuffrage 


* of the whole brocherhood, and by the judgement of all the 
« Paſtors preſent, &c. and ſo hands were impoſed on him.) I 
Pray, do you gather all che »eighbowr Biſbops or Paſtors of the 
Province, Where a Miniſter isto be ordained 2 Do thoſe Paſtors 
impoſe bands upon him? yer theſe, Cypries fates, they received 


from the Apoſtles. True it is, the Miniſter was choſen in che 


preſence of the people, and good reaſon, as ro whom his life is 
belt known : Bur the judgement of his abilities was in the Pa- 
ſtors; as alſo the Inmpoſicion of hands. Bur che people had their 
Suffrage ; that is nothing, but ſome rationall conſent, or ſome 
manifeſtation of their approbation, not any authoricative vote, 
or ordination, But this is not the new way of Ordination ; for 


pa.41- aud 58, you allow the brotherhood, ſuffrage, conſent, judgement and 


impoſition of hands too, upon-their Officers, This you neyer 
reccived from the Apoſtles. Another Teſtimony is this : [_ ** The 
© people fearing God, &c. have chicfly the power of choofing 
« worthy Minilters, and refuſing the unworthy. ] But power of 
ele&ion of one Miniſter, rather then another, and rejection of 


_ an! unworthy Miniſter, is not denied the people of God : That 


EleRion is but their-cooſent or approbation ef ſuch a Miniſter, 
as the Paſtors in their judgement,thiok fit and worthy : andRe- 
jxion is but withdrawing communion from one unworthy, 
and judged fic tobe excommunicated. But this we lay is no part 


| of the power of the keys, we doubt not but pious and godly. wo- 


men ſhould have this liberty or-priviledge to except againſt 
known-unworthy perſons, and to withdraw communion from 
\ 42 ; chem; ll 
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them; yet fucely, you will nor allow them power in the Keys. 


When ( 7prias laics [ ©* All things ſhall he.examined, you beiog © 


« prefent and judging, ] He means not a judgement of Aucho- 
rity, but of diſcretion. And the laſt place, |. * Idetermined.to 
_ « do nothing without-your counſel: and; conſent, ] declares his 


' meaning fully to be for conſent, not Authority: And ſo thoſe times - 


give no exPreſle lineaments of Congregationall diſcipline. Shew 
us in any Antiquity-of Scripture or ſtosy, that the people had 
power wichour Officers to create or ordain Officers,. to-impoſe 
hands upon them, or to cenſure all theix Officers ; or you ſay no0- 
thing tothe preſent controverlie. .  /, F 

2: When you had faid [| * The Keys convey not-Soveraign 
« power, but {tewardly, ] 1 inferred, that this clearly excludech 
the people, for they have no ſtewardly or miniſteriall power 
over themſelves (I might have added, much lefſe over their Of- 
ficers,) You anſwer by a queſtion, ['-* As-if the people were 
' not Stewards of the grace of God given to them?. &c. 7]. But 
truly Sir, this.is no better then a fine cluſion, To take Stewards 
in a larger ſenſe then I intended it. Stewards to me are Officers, 
and can the people be Sr-wards over their Stewards? Your (elf 
ſay, pag» 28. [_ Ic implieth a contradiion, that the. Church 
* ſhould be its own Officer, for the very term of Officer im- 
&plicth ſubordination, ] So fay I, it implieth a contradiction, 
that the Church ſhould be its own Steward ; And again, p.30. 
[ « We acknowledge (ſay you) that a company of profeſling 
« belicvers,deſticute of Officers,are net Stewards by office, &c. ] 
Then (fay I) you anſwer equivocally; taking the word in ano- 
ther ſenſe, thenit is commonly taken in this controvetrſie ['** Lee 
« 4 man eflcem of # 4s Stewards of the myſteries of God, 1 Cor, 
4.1. ] Did not the Apolile there mean ir only of Officers? Nor 
- will che Apoſtle Peter help you our : For either he takes Srew- 
_ «rd; in the ſirift ſenſe for Officers, with reference to the 115 
verſe, Orin the large ſenſe, for any D5Fenſers of any kinde of 


oifrs, as the referring it tothe 9, verſe ſeems to carry it,. Now 


we take the word 1n. one ſenſe, and you in another, and fo 
you anſwer nothing, but miſlexade your Reader, while you e+ 
mt - ferns a2] 

_ Yetyongoon; [© If chey eve received any gift of grace, 
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rhey-are either” Stewardvof it, or Lords: ] Apply this rowemrn, 
yea, tolnfidels; If they have received any gifror prace, they 
are either Stewards of it, or Lords: Lordsthey are nor; what 
are they elſe, Stewards>they are your own words, But we an- 
ſer; it is a6 any' gfe rhat we are ſpeaking of, but thepife of 
the Keys; thar's your firſt evaſion : And then we fay, they are 
neither-Stewards nor Lords,in our fenſe of Stewards, but'mem- 
bers of the family, inſubordination to the Lords'and Stewards ; 
haviog nothing to do withche Keys at all. But, fay you, [| ©*E- 
< jeRion of Officers is a-publike gift, and thar muſt be difpenſed 
« pablikely,] Grant E/ #50 of Officers to be a publike gift, 
and yeeld it to the people, yet (fay we)'it is no' parc of the' gift 
of the Keys. Laſtly, when you ſay [ ** the people are not as 
«Lords, roclet whom they-liſt, bat as'Stewards and Miniſters 
©ro Chriſt; &c..] either you make' them Officers, or'you doe 
prevaricate- all aldng his Paragraph, and chat I chink you 
doe. 

And:the like you do in the word (ca##g) which I faid ſhould 
be taker of ſome Fercialtcaliingor Office, which would exclude 
the people from having an office inthe Church, or any power 
of the Keys. You ſay, [© There is no reaſon for thar, if ſpe- 
<« cjall- denote 2 ſpecification of a: calling, diſtio from orher 
© members of the Church : but if ic only fignitie a diſtin ſtate 
& or- order, from ſuch 3s are nor mcmbers;: ſo it is true, every 
« member.hath a ſpeciall calling, from ſuch as are nor yer recei- 
« ved a&members of a particular Church. ] Buc,Sir,you cannoc 
welt underſtand it otherwiſe chen I do, when you ipeak of a 
ſpeciall calling, in fach; as to whom the Koyes are given, with 
a power to open and {hut the gates of heaven, rhar, is, the 
Church. For I ſuppoſe every member of the” Churck'particular 
hach not ſuch a ſpectaltcalling, or ſuch power of the Keys,, to 
open and ſhue-the gatesof heaven : as women and children for 
example : yet have they in your ſenſe ſpeciall calling, ſtate,or 
order iathe Church; as was'more folly faid in Yi»d.Clav. And 
ſurely in this concroverlic-fpeciall calling, and office, bave ever 
been-taken for the ſame thiwg, not for {tate, or place, or order, 


_ at large. Beleevers not yer members of a.particular Church, 
have a diſtin: calling,” in your ſole, from Infidels, a ſtare, 


| place, G 
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place; arder, inthe vigble Catholike Charch : yea, if they-be 
men;they;have as good a fate, order,c#c. in a-pareicular Church, 
25 your:Woamen-and childreg have, in regard of anypower of the 
Koys, | 

Yet you-ſay, [ * Every memher of a particular Church -hath 
« a calling to pur forth ſome as of power in his own Church, 
« which members of another Church have not there: J Had you 
not ſaid (H#) 1 would have asked what aRts of power women 
may put forthin their particular Church ; yer cercainly women 


may -pat forth ſome as of power in their own Church;z or 
elſe their calling, ſtate, place, order, is very mean and contem-- 


ptible. There's no member of the body-naturall, not the leaſt, 
bur it bath in your notion, a faoRion, ation, office,/in the body, 
2 power to put forth ſome as inits own body, which it cannot 
do in another body, nor the members of another body in its bo- 
dy. The queſtion is nor of ſoine a@ts of power, bur ſome afts of 
power of the Keys; which is an office power. But ſay you ſtill, 
[ © Every member of the body of a particular Church ( womefi 
« andall ſay 1 ) hach ſome function and ation, or ( as the new 
* Tranſlation ) Office in the body : R5.12-445. All the members 
« havenotthbe ſame office ; which implicth, they all of chem 
** have ſome office, though not the ſame. } Truly Sir, this is but 
4a prevarication : 'Fos 1. By body there, is not meant'a particu» 
lar Church, but the whole Church: [- * We, being many, are 
« gne body in Chriſt, and every one members'one of another, ] 
Pax puts in himſelf, and he was no member of the Charch of 
Rome, in your-ſenſe, 2. When they render the word =p«&v, of- 
fice, they either mean it largely, and not for a ecial office, as 
wetake it, ' or {tritly, and then'tt relates to the Officers of the 
Church only', as the following verſes may ſeem to infinuate, 
[ *© whether Prophecy. or Miniltry, &c._] where your {clf and 
others, do finde all the Officers of the Church : and ſotaken, it 
is nothing to your purpoſe, but rather againſt you. - 


When I (aid, you added that explicstion: |" © whether. it be 


* rheir office, ;or place, and order in' the Church; ] toſteal in 


"the intereſt of the people, in ſome ſhare of the Keys : you 2n- 
ſwer, [ ** It is not Realth but Juſtice to give to every man his | 


<« own : the Plalmilt foretold itin a new tong, P/a.159.9. Such 
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own, and that that Text is ſo to beunderſtood; or elſe it is as 


well facrilege orſtealth ( raking it' from the right owners Y if 
the Lord hath not given them this honour : as it is to devy irjor 


rakeit from the m, if the Lord hatiz given it to them, 

Laſtly, (andſo you will have done with me) you conclude, 
[© It is notevery place or order inthe Church,that giveth pow- 
« er to receive the Ordinances, much leſfe, power themſelves to 
& to diſpenſe Ordinances : as children and women, &c, 7] This 
is very trne 2 yet you aſſzrted before: [ ©** Every member of x 
<« particular Church bath a calling to put forth ſome As of 
© power, in his own Church, &c.) Then ſay I, women and chil- 
dren, for they are members roo ©: yea, We think, except but that 


of ſpeaking in the Church,'1 C97r,14434« 1 Tom. 2:11, 12. ExPree | 
| ſlyforbidden, and we do not finde any onething granted by 


Chriſt ( in refpeA of the power of the Keys) to men, the com- 
mon/members of the Church, that women may not be allowed 
coat; 2s I often told'you, in Yind, Clav, 1, Women (widows 
at leaſt, who contribute maintenance.) may have ſome power in 
chooſing (that is in your ſenſe) ordaining Officers, 2. To pro- 


pound juſt exceptions againſt ſuch as offer themſelves to be- ad- 


mitted. 3. Toadmomiſh in caſe of private ſcandall. 4, To judge 


_ - witha judgement of diſcretion ; you ſometimes allow the bre« 


threnno more, Keyes, p3g:14. They may tell the Church, they 


may confent and concurre with the Elders at leaſt paſſively. 


5. To Withdraw from one excommunicate,@c, as was ſuggelt- 


ed to you elſewhere. And now before I conclude; I ſhall ſer 


before you an obſervation of your inconftancy, inalligning the 
firſt ſubje@R of the power of the Keys ; The Keys wore given, 
1, To Peter, asan Apoltle, as an Elder, and'as a beleever, 2: To 
Peter, not as an Apolile, nor as an Elder, but as a believer; and 
coaſequently to all- believers. 3. Not to believers: as believers, 
but as making publike confeſſion of their faith, before the Lord 


and their brethren : The Way cleared, part. 2. pag, 39. and pub- - 


like profeſſion of their obedience of the faith, tothe Lord Jeſus, 
in the pablike Ordinances of his worſhip, pag.49. 4. Not to be- 


levers as believers, but as believerscov:nanting, ahd fitly capa- 
ble according to Chritts appointment z M, Hooker Surv. par. 1. 
| | | | P49.203, 
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honour have all his Saints,c*c.] But you muſt firſt prove it their 
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_pag,203, Or'as you here It is not every placez-ororder wv the 
Church that giverh' power to receive'or diſpenſe Ordinances;; 
as not that place or ofder of: children and-women,&c; Whereas 
when firſt you began, you aſſerted, 7 he Keys were given to Peter 
45 a beleeer, and ſo by yoyr own argument, 4 quarenr tale, to 
8ll beleevers, as beleevers; you arcforced to make ſeveral] di- 
ſtin&ions, to help. it out-; Thar: poſition that needs ſo many di- 
ſtinQions, gives ſtronp/ſuſpition'ir: is not therruth, - And/inow T 
ſhall conclude this ſecond Seton with your own words, F ** Ler 
* every ſoul enjoy ſuch priviledges and liberties, as the Lord 
** hath given him (or her) in their place and order, and neither - 
« effe& norattempt more.) Happy had ir *beenfor the Church 
of God, if this had been done. Thaltbut minde you of what I 
ſuggeſted to you in' F5nd.: C/av. pap, 13. inyourowniwords:; I 
pray you ſeriouſly conſider, [ ** Whether by this ſacrilegious 
& breach of order, inveſting the people-with a Key ot :power, 
& even above thoſe Elders that labour in the: word and dodtrine, 
© togpen and ſhut the doors againſt them{p.9. of Keys.) (which _ 
\< is the breaking of the files and-ranks in am Army } Satan'is not 
«|;ke-xgain to rout and ruine a great partof the liberty and pow= 
* er of Church-Officers, and the purity of-che Churches,/and of 
&« all the Ordinances of Chriſt in them. 1 


Sy ea Hr. 


| now expected, you ſhould have gone on, with Yiud, Clav. and 
have vindicated your beok and 4cIf, from thoſe other man 


The Ke YE Pubs 


wickedneffes and contradictions, charged (1 ftillebink) juſtly 
upon yoo :*:Bar you fairly (if you doe not rather in-way'of 'Re= 
venge, ) ſhake hands with me, orrather ſlightly ſhake-me off, 
and never'meet again, And thisis the more remarkable, becauſe 
9 Ar at leaſtithree times ( with gms of the name 
of God twice at leaſt) pag. 15% and:.pag,16;and again; pag.ng a 
further banter x Od 206+ firſt place hos, Fe when 
* index takes.in hand to evade the Scriptures alledged;-T ſhall 
*recurn him ( God willing )further anſwer z ] In the ſecond 
place thus again, [ ©* What reafon chere is for their '( the Bre- 

Et Cath © chrens) 


Adverſarias 
lit, non pere 
ſone. 


che. third SeRion .you promiſe , 'though -you' undertake thoſe 


two Reverend Antagoniſts, .M. B, and M. Rach, [Yer by 
« the way, not £0. negleR what perſonal exceptions. Yiudex hath 
* taken at yourſelf; ]-But reading over.the folowing diſcourſe, 
I-einde not that you doſs much as take any notice of me, or 


your threefold engagement z but as-if Yindex were ſome" con- 


remptible perſon, that delerved to be lighted, as his belt an- 
iwer; youneglet all bis ; 1 ſhall only lay, 
* Aft t#.4ndignus, quis faceres tayn, | 
Who both are charged with ſo many contradiQions, which 


( for your own honour ) it concerned you to apſwer ; and alſo 


havecharged your ſelf three times to give a further anſwer, Be- 
ſides this, there were ſeven Chapters in Yind, Cav. wherein you 
werenotalittle concerned to give (ifnot me ) the world fatis- 
fation: and youare pleaſed to anſwer (if you have anſwered) 
but to one, and but to two Sections of three in that chapter, 
which is a {lighting and contempt of an adverſary, not uſually 
heard of. And now, Tleave ittothe Judicious Reader to reſolve, 


 whodeſerves beſt, and moſt jaſtly, the name and title of Yindex 


or Avenger, \ct you give ſome reaſon of this lighting and neg- 


I: for ſoyouſay, [ *I conceive it loſſe of time and labour, 


*to argue the queſtion with Yindex alone,whole exceptions ſo 
&« far as they concern the point in controverſie, 'are bur colleRi- 


*« ons out of the writings of others ; who have more diſtin&ly 


<*andelaborately diſputed the caule z ] I pray Sir, why do you 
conceive it loſſe of time and labour to argue this Queſtion with 
me ? Doyon mean, your anſwers would be ſo unſatisfying (as 
theformer now will appearto be ) as that-the time and labour 


- would be ill ſpent? Your Reader will think fo, if you anſwer 


no better tothat remaining, then to what is gone before, And 


Why do you ſay this Queſtion? as if there: were no more be- | 


twixtus then this, But I moſt of all admire why you ſhould ſay, 
my exc-ptions are but colleAions out of the writings of others: 
I belceve the Reader: will finde my exceptions are ColleRi- 

| | | | ons 
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Þ ons of contradiRions, out of your own writings,more then our 


of others, And cam fincerely profeſie; conſulted 'withnone, 
or very few books of this controverfie,. but: comparing your 


books one with another, my. own reaſon and judgement ſug- 


edico me thoſe contradiftionginthemy than left mealroge- 
ther upſatisfied in your way, .and-at this day; Lawlefr:fo filly; if 


not more confirmed; thatthe Independent way is rotiche'way. 


of God; thavisſoiinconſiltent; with+the Scriptures, and with it 
ſelf. | 


have more diſtin&ly:difcovered the weakneſſes of your proofs, 
and-your contradidions to your felves, in holding) out your 
Way, ther have.done:. Nor am I at all croubled thav-youchuſe 
rather ro-conſider whuthath been wriccen by Learned and'Re- 


verend M.Ratherfordand M.B aily ( though you ſerve MBaily 


a5 you doe me, never name him more in all your following diſ- 
courle )' had!you: bur made: good: your: promiſes, toconſider 
Iſo what1 had ſaid; covindicate yourtelf. fron: your-contradi- 
Rions, and'to- clear the truck» inv-queſtion. Bur: ſeeing you rare 
pleaſed- ſoro negledrime, I bop: you will neg becroabled if-I 


conceive'it lofſe of crime and labour ro follow: you any.-further ;/ - 


and conſider. what Learned avd Reverend M. Hooker hath ela» 
borarely written in this controverſfie. Oaly give me leave to 
preſent you with a Scheme'of your remaining contradiftions,or 
contrarieties at leaſt noted/in_ Yind, Clay; out: of your: own 
books ; and then leave you-;o your choife, whether you wiltre- 
concile them or confeile them. 


A 


That others have more elaborately diſputed this.cauſe, I ſhall 
eafily yeeld; buc'Tchink I may truly fay without vanity, none: 
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A S je of Gantradiftidns and C ontravieties in the 
moms 0 Independent way. 


I. The. power. of |, -T; Peter received nc 
d. 


SW 30231015: 
He Keys: weregi- | 


$5 'vento Petey as an- Keys' is' given to Peter | the Keys meerly. as a be 
Apollle, as an- Elder,and'! ot as an: Apoſtle, nor as i leever, buras 2 beleeveÞ- 
as 2 belcever. :So the | an Elder, butas aprofeſt|publikely profeſſiog hi 
ſenſe moſt fill, The K ey! rec he way pag: 27. jr adn T he Way cle 


ag. 4 xed,pare2:£.39, 
: *» opcarnakar Chriſt + :Not beleevyers as belec 
gave the Keys to the fra- vers, but as beleevers cc 
_- ternity with-the Presby- ſrvacinggod atly capa 
 tery, 7b. See alſo the Way | ble according to Chriſt 


cleared, par.2,pag.23; 


appointment, M.Hooke 
b= Par. 1.P.203, 


2, The Keys wigines 2, The Key of i 2, The Key of Knoy 
to the Charch of belee=; ledge : belongerth to all ledge is given not or 
 vers,T he Way, p.1. thatis j the  faichfill , whert er, to the Church, but 
a combination of faith» j joyned to any particular, ſome before they .ente 
ful men : as M, Hooker. '| Church or no. The We into the Church, T! 


[P9877 $7 (Keys, p.rr, 


3. The Keyof order is | 3: It is not every place 
common to altthe mem- | or order in the Church 

-bersof the Church, Keys | that giveth power to re- 
p. 8. Then (ay we) | ceive Ordinances, much | 
women and children, { lefle to diſpenſe them, as 

| | children andwomeng#ay : 

F ng cleared, Pare 2: Pag,19. 


4. Ordination is a work. 4 4. As for cleQion ad 4. Ocrdination is-not 

of Rule, The way, p.49. | Ocdination of Officers, | AR of ſupream juriſdi 

.  Ordination and juriſdi» | &-c.theſe things they(the | diction, but of order ri 
| Rion(boch a&s of Rule) | brethren ) may.doe (if ; | ther : in H, Survey p: 


pertain indifferently to [need be ) without Offi- | 2,75, 
Lo all the : Wa2 16,49. | Cers ; The way P-45. IOI. | 
=}. - | _, 5» 10: 


5. The Key of achorkey 
or Rule iscommitrted to 
the Elders of the Church, 
and fo the a& of Rule, is 


. Office, The Keys p.20, 
The people diſcerning 
- and approving the juſtice 
of the cenſure, give con- 


ſent and obedience to{ 
the Will and Rule of 


FE 
] fan they ſhall be go- 
vernedby- the whole'bo 


the proper AR of their dy: of: cebitthrens The : 


' Fa7;Page100.; © 
7 ſevera 


:pat or. Ti: 05 lis 
©: The people 


Chriſt, The Keys Pag.15. | 
37-41» 


an order,cven an orderly 
ſubjeRtion according to 
the order of the Goſpel, 
P-IT, 


, 


6, Excommunication is 
one of the higheſt As of 
Rale, and therefore can- 
not be performed but 
by:ſame Rulers, rbe .K £35 

| P.3H.i;. i egnolsd 2951 
9 | canngaters 
communicate theywhole 
presbytery,:becquſe they 
have not:received from | 
Chriſt an-office vf Role, 
WIDER mens. 

. YE 

©1No otihe peoples [-if 
prone! doth: properly: 
£ nde, upleſfie the: autho- 
F *&y; of the [Pregbytery n. 
ATE Hd; Wor 
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fi re aire 


nnd cenſure, Thid, 'P- 
For, ©: 


{fr LYyQO 


pagi3R blo i |» 


-r1]Thity ; rel 1heChibed [+1 PLE 


erre and commit of- 


The Church rt | Ny. 
Ita&s of authority |- 


OVer choniderg hwy; =iÞ 


have: ak j- E . 
Rock of pewer-and: Att-; 
{ thority in governmentof 


The brethren ſtand in j\the: Church: , :ebe' Kos, [4 
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by Sppoihting'cheir own j* - * 
— 16;p. 2'6,< |-i + So re 1 
w* all | thei Officer| ©, "Exbfibicntions 
were Sound ulpablez Til | a FREIE owerof 


ther --in \Hererticall: :do- 
Arine , or ſcandalous 


crime, 'thEChinch hath | but of ſupream Tjudge- 


fawn Authoris to Pro» 
eed 10 ceanfure © 
all; Tberayip 4s." © 
Ini cafe of: offence :gi- 
ven by an Elder or whole 
Elderſbip- togethier,'the 
eng to 
66 
Hott pro- 
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office, but ment*> - | 
nor an a of higheſt rule, .- 


| 


mentſeatedifi thefracers 1 
pity, S«wrvcy pargg)p! 
"A$ ater £4 pa | 
carinot "proceed. 1 to any * 
publike cenſures withour ; 
Elders : fo ior the Elders 
wittiouc: \cohcarrenee of _ 
'the people, &c. Pref, to. 


the K eps, pag. 4+ 


| 


| 
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34 


oy 4 "Of Suhomeaf eoreradhians. 


25 Te was a: ſacrilegious þ 7 There'is a Key of 


breach of order, -that | power given to the 
Commiſſarics andChan- | Church(withthe Elders) | 
ccllors, wanting the key [+ t9 open 4 door of en- 
"of Order (no Miniſters) }-erance to the. Miniſters 
have been inveſted with | calling,fo tothut thedoor | 
Juriſdiftion, yea, and of entrance them 
more then miniſterial 2tls = in ſome caſes, cc, The 
thority, above thoſe El-\-Keyspag.s. gems! i 
ders, who labour in the | fore = their _ Eldgrs 
word and dedrine, The (without Elders) the way 
* Keys, p.6. | (945+ .&c, a5 aforee 


3 


_ 8. Weare far from al- 8. This . is ordinarily | 
lowing that facrilegious practiſed in old Prey nar 
.uſurpacion of the Mini- j avdallowed 'by :the! Ta- | 
- (ters office, pratiſed in | dependent brechren;Yes, |. 
ſome - places, that pri-' they being but in the no- £41 
| _ EO_ ordinari- tow of reg brethren: 
upon. them £0 | po Miniſters to . prher 5 Atria 
rp Pe pube | Coogregaitions, doitors 1 2. Ho 05 
ag Keys, Pageb. > anti cntin, F WG wy ; Lhe 
| 5 Rok Garch! 9. As the: Keys of the | 9. The: clnheraſichs 
of Saints, profiling the | Kingdom of! henver be Keys belony S firſtlftd- 4 
| faich; (that is, members | divers,{o ave the ſubjects | C 0P Obve- 
' wichour Officers) is the j ro whom they: ure tam» | v ers 
- fuſt ſabje& of all. the | iced diver The Kiys yeah Sapey! (270291 
Church-Offices, withall | þ 15 The howerofede 
_ their ſpiricuall gifts and! The Apoiereidte.ths in Chacker be 
OP IN | geſt ſubjoet of Apoſtoli- | vers; :ain ich Ae To 
19 | 


cat pqwer, tb:p.33%'>-i1 je, 16. p.195 
5] A Synod rhe fit fb< | «— bn 1 - Gra 
je&' of char > | make'one fiſt fubjed of 


reemary; error is Cog this. power, [und yep! 
vinced and condemn- | rhers;4201 ſhave wy (6 
- &c. ib.p.47, power; avh\byi dzcans'of 
that; Tor this is to ſpeak 

.- daggers 


W nn Conran. 
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Io, Paſtor 'and flock 
areRelates: and ſo he is 
a Paſtor to none but-his | 
own Congregation. This 
is the common Tenet. 


55 feaicchefn | 


crament of | the Locds 
ſupper (ſay. the:lgme of 


COMMUNION i, / OL ooly 
"with the: Lond [Jeſus in 
- cur own Oharch 

allCharches of theSeiats, 
T he Keys,p.17. See Def. 


_ ofg.pol. p. 133134- 
12. It-is an at of tha: 


Elders power and autho-} Saks, G 
rity, to examine,whether | 


Officersor members, be- { 
fore they be reccived of þrheſ& 


the Church, The Keys, yeah 


Pag,21, 


| 


4 


the Lords Table (if chey: 


} Baptiſm, The Way, p.68. 


| 


Baptiſm) as /x Scal of 


pavil 2, 
P35 


chef} 


[ 


by 


, 


þ 


DER, 


bo. The members of 
nk we admit to 


bring Leeters Teſtimoni« 
all) and their children ro 


The a TH 


| @ns; Ihids. 


| daggers and comeraditi 


10, Adminitrativa of 
Sacraments 1s a Minilke 
riall a&, and what __ 
rity hath a Paſtor ro doe 
it, or they to receive it 
from him, to whem heig 
no Paſtar?-M, H.Sur 1 


the -other Om 
ſeals up the external 
communion, With a pare 
ticular Charch, &c, M; 
H, Survey par.3. pag.27; 
n | and he diſpures againſt ir, 


as to. the Catholike | 


Church. 
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Thewgaojon. "Nc 
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Scals and enſures, 
Bartlet model. p.63, © 
v4. bk Aomrica " andfo 


i. 
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_ EIS of Contra Hions. 
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1.36 Ocdinicion is then | 
| compleat, whenthe peo- 
ple have choſen him, and. 
the Presbytery bath laid 
\cheir hands on him, The 


»* 


” .E> 


"y” —_ Paul and Binkhe 
Were ordaihed>'to that 
-office-'( of {Apoltle(liip ) 
by ©: mpolition..:iof, 
-handsof ſome Officezspr 
- members of the Church; 


Hey T—_ "133 © 


TIS _" 


_ 


15, Whatif the whole 
; Presbytery offend ? The 
readieſt courſe is,to bring 
-the matter to. a Synod; 
The Keys, p43. 


[hands upon their eleREl[- 
| FRens Theway; pap. 50. 


| p-83. 


dined Fr Ib. 
| Pet ot | ts | Ck 
| | 10a: 


nn 
Mn, narithe 10:11 
5 found 4: -: 


| {Faithfull /and: willing 0 |: 


| more publike judica» 


want a Presbytery , for. 
want of Elders,they want | 
2 Warrant to repair” to 


ther-Church, to impoſe 


14. In4#:12; 2,3 There | 
is ao Ordination to office 
at all ; for the Apoſtles 
had their office before 
M. H. Survey part. 2, 


This was not to put a 
new office upon them; 
but co confirm "their ſen« 


and nearer wmercThe bre 


epationh. be 


:pamhove adi offence by duc. 
2edlate;: WIT 
offence obe zgatied.up to 


. -T3. Bat if the Church | : 


the Presbytery of  ano- | 


: : heaz 
| _ Thigy P40) 


x5. There is Ka” x 


they 


14. This was done in a 


| particular” Church, The 


Keys, p.29. 

The Officers of one 
Church did What was 
: | done in an ordinary Way, 
Sarv. par.2.8z3. Then it 
follows (by M,C, his do- 
Arine) that the Apoſtles 
{who were Ofhicets of all 
'Churches, were-ordained 
particular *Charch : 
-or that: Officers of ohfe 

burckmay;h6ordained 
:ioanofhen Church, wbich 
Wag warcanta- 


py E 
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16. It 


W Schemes f Contrad, Hm. 09 


-16, Ie belongs to the 
civill Magiſtrate. to eſta- 
- bliſh pureReligion,in do- 
Arine, worſhip, and go-: 
veroment:partly by civil 
puniſhments upon | the 
wilfal oppoſers and di- 
ſturbers of the ſame, The 
" Keys p.50. 


17. Viſible Saints, 
though they be hypo- 
crites inwardly, are the 


matter of a viſible 
Church, M.H.Sur.par,- 


P.14;15. 


..a$..Fbe form: of the vi-! q 


fible Ckurch.is the.Cove-! 


vant, cicher explicit. or 


implicit ;, -;and the latter 
5 lometimes fully. luffici- 
£nc: Fl Sar. ar.1,PAgs 


47, 48. andot 1Crs.. gf 


—-- 


__ 


ou: ; verſion., witneſſed in a 
| Grier converſation, to 


. I6, Yetthe Brethren 
ere. call-for or- tolerate 
toleration ; of all- opini- | 


| 


ONS, and deny the May 8 ak 


(trate- power £0. puni 
any, pretending mo 


| 


128, 


7, : You ſay, Saints 10 
outward profellion is the 
matter of a-Congregatle, 
onal Church.: We judge 
that reall Saints uttering 

1a diſcoyrſc the. breathe. 
ings of the holy Spirit, 
and experiences of. can- 


P 


be the matter, D. Holmes ' 
Ep,to Way citared, p.4, 


: 
{ dell PaSinores 


ence ; | Bartlets Moms. F 


s 


they edific one another in. 


F 3, You ſay, animplicit ; 


uniting, 2Vi% 4 walking 
and communicating wich 
you .is;.a; ſuthicient.. >. 
| yidencing. of che; orm.'3 
We ſays their. foleman con | 


 |ſeflionof their faicband 
| tags nN Ker Eqvenant- |: 


rs Thr 
PEN Roa bags 


Saints, 1n all; won 
Chriſt, &c. to be the ma- 
| nifeſt form, D. Holm,Ib, 


G3 


16. See M. Bartl, Me-: 


ww” 
«# + S4 


: 
pi 


17. M, Bartlet ſpeaks 
ſomething this languagr,; 
Can there be. ability tor * 
ſpiritual and holy fervis,' 
ces,where the ſpiritis not, ! 
yet given ? Can there, 
be communion between 
| light and darknefſe? can 


the faith, that. have not. 
yet the. work of 
wrought in them ? Afod. 
P.57. SEE more p.I 03, 


18, It:is.not” generall 
profeilicn will ſerve. the | 
turn; buc there mult: be,g * 
eprops 191 | 
[SPProprogicn, to this of - 
# Surs,p.t «yet | 

IEEE 
cient, . fond 7? $279 & 
OMSre; © 99 Wc 03! oF 
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19, We 
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Wo 
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"1H Tre Traradiin, | 


19. We crave leave of L 
he Reverend Anthor | of 
L Keys, to declaregthat 
Fe aſſent not to all ex- 
preflions, or alt and eve- 
"7 "alſertiog in it: As in 
le ae nag | 
'2. About prophecying 
by gifced A. aca 
2. That the Aflembly 
Al x5.masa formalSy- | 
nod, 


| 3, That the Apoſtles 
aRcd init as ordinary El- 
pra , Pref, to the Keys, 
[p.6. 


" 20, Teis generally ae 
fed by: them , "that one 

" Church hath not power 
 kpcenſure another, 


4x; We fay, Inſtituted 


& andordinans | t 
: == immediatly | 


#] nnion | 


| of a particular Congre+ 


\erto determine to with» 


them. The 


wh A —_ ordets 8 the Hat 
party muſt be 8 member | 


'par/x/pit 


gation. Su#rv.par.2.p. 65, |. 


19. Wedo in this Bpi- 
tle eertificouraſent an- 


ches in New- England: 
ſaving that wedonotyet 
PRES cloſe with ſome cx- 

paſſim , in the 


CY LE ſome! of 


which ( ten at leaſt, be- 
like there are more') we 
minded to note a tar in 


|che Marpent, This we 


could nat but ſay and'do 
(pace rants eAnthorh) or 
we could not afſent. Ep. 
roche Way, pf, 


20, A Synod 


draw communion from 
them, if they cannot hea) 


1 


| | 


' COMM 


21, A: 


ww" par. 2:65, 
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20, A ſepte 
| + > deny? 
againſt whole Charches. 
\Apol. Nar.p,18,15. 

if a ſentence denouti- 
ced, it is a cenſure, 


21. Then it follows, ls 
et 
(ri rooh Oi: 
\] ces) becauſe he hath'an 
[intereſt in the Covenarit 
[of 'the' Gofpel, Sa 


19, Y et they ar area WY, 
we Gall for a fuller Ds- 
to the _— the Char-/ claration of rhemſelve 

 &p. to the ay, p.1. 
EP, tO Way clearedzpen.. 


h 


of Non- 


perfoo/hath his 


ro2 Sacrament 
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